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table  of  contents  appears  inside. 

PHYSICALLY  DISABLED  PERSONS— DoT  proposal  on 
transportation  by  air  carriers;  comments  by  9-30-74....  29199 

HIGH  FREQUENCY  TRANSMITTER— FCC  rules  on  opera¬ 
tor  licensing;  effective  9-16-74 . . . . .  29187 

FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOANS  AND  HOLDING  COM¬ 
PANIES — FHLBB  proposal  on  consumer  loans  (2  docu¬ 
ments);  comments  by  9-16-74...- .  29203 

MOTOR  VEHICLE  DOORS — NHTSA  proposal  on  locks  and 
retention  components;  comments  by  10-14-74 .  29198 

HIGHWAY  BRIDGES — DoT  regulations  on  Federal  aid  for 
disposal  and  State  participation  in  special  replacement 
program;  effective  8-6  and  8-7-74  (2  documents)..  29173,  29174 

CONTRACT  APPEALS — VA  liberalizes  rules  on  optional 
accelerated  procedure  for  small  claims;  effective  8-8-74..  29175 

INTERSTATE  MOTOR  CARRIERS— DoT  proposal  exempt¬ 
ing  lightweight  vehicles  from  safety  regulations;  com¬ 
ments  by  10-21-74 _ _ _ _ _  29195 

SUGARCANE  (HAWAII) — USDA  determinations  of  prices 
for  1974  crop;  effective  8-14—74 _ _ _ _  29167 

FOUNDATION  EXCISE  TAXES— IRS  proposals  relating  to 
administration;  hearing  on  9-12-74 . . . . 29189 

EXPERIMENTAL  AIRCRAFT — FAA  proposes  to  remove  cer¬ 
tain  aircraft  from  experimental  category;  comments  by 
11-8-74 . - . . . .  29189 
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NONCOMMERCIAL  EDUCATIONAL  BROADCAST¬ 
ING  FACILITIES — HEW  proposal  governing  grants 
for  construction;  public  hearing  on  10-1-74 -  29317 

PART  III: 

SOLID  WASTE  DISPOSAL  PROGRAMS— EPA  man¬ 
agement  guidelines  for  thermal  processing. _  29327 
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PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION — EPA  notice  on  data  to  be 
considered;  claims  accepted  until  10-15-74 .  29219 
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Interior  Department:  National  Petroleum  Council  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Emergency  Preparedness,  9-3-74 .  29207 

National  Petroleum  Council  Committee  on  Energy 

Conservation,  8-21-74 .  29207 

AEC:  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards,  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Atlantic  Generating  Station  (AGS)  and 
Floating  Nuclear  Plant  (FNP),  8-29-74 .  29218 


Agriculture  Department:  Carson  National  Forest,  8-20 

and  8-22-74  (2  documents) .  29209 

Okanogan  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board, 

9-5-74  . 29209 

National  Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities: 

Literature  Advisory  Panel,  8-26-74 .  29237 

National  Credit  Union  Administration:  National  Credit 

Union  Board,  9-5  and  9-6-74 .  29237 

SEC:  Report  Coordinating  Group  (Advisory),  9-4-74—.  29241 
EPA:  Lake  Michigan  Cooling  Water  Studies  Panel, 
8-29-74  . . .  29219 
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AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
Rules 


Grade  standards;  pears  grown  In 
Oregon,  Washington,  and  Cali¬ 
fornia  _ _ 29170 

Limitation  of  shipments;  pears 

(fresh)  grown  in  California - 29169 

Milk  marketing  orders: 

Central  Arizona  region., _ 29171 

Chicago  region _ 29171 


AGRICULTURAL  STABILIZATION  AND 
CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Rules 

Sugarcane,  Hawaii;  fair  and  rea¬ 
sonable  prices  for  1974  crop - 29167 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service;  Ani¬ 
mal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service;  Forest  Service;  Soil 
Conservation  Service. 

ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH  INSPECTION 
SERVICE 

Rules 

Overtime  services;  commuted 


traveltime  allowances - 29172 

Notices 

Humane  slaughter  of  livestock; 
list  of  establishments -  29207 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Consolidated  Edison  Company 


of  New  York,  Inc -  29215 

Dairy  land  Power  Cooperative—  29217 

Price-Anderson  Act -  29218 

Meetings: 


Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safe  Guards  Subcommittee  on 
Atlantic  Generating  Station 
and  Floating  Nuclear  Plant—  29218 

BONNEVILLE  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Authority  delegation: 

Head  of  the  Disbursement  Audit 
Section,  et  al -  29205 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Proposed  Rules 

Physically  disabled  persons;  trans¬ 
portation  _  29199 

Notices 

Hearings;  etc.: 

Long-Haul  motor /Railroad  Car¬ 
rier  _  29219 

Philippine  Air  Lines,  Inc _ _  29219 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  National  Technical  Informa¬ 
tion  Service. 


COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 
Notices 

Sales  of  certain  commodities; 
monthly  sales  list _  29208 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Committee  for  Hand  Gun  Con¬ 


trol  _  29219 

CUSTOMS  SERVICE 
Rules 

Tomato  products  from  Greece; 

liquidation  of  duties _ _ 29173 

Notices 

Footwear  from  Spain;  counter¬ 
vailing  duty  proceedings _  29205 

EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Noncommercial  Educational 
Broadcasting  Facilities  Pro¬ 
gram  _  29317 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Rules 

Air  quality  implementation  plans: 

Connecticut;  correction _ 29177 

Massachusetts  and  Rhode  Is¬ 
land;  correction _ 29177 

Solid  waste  disposal  programs; 
guidelines  for  thermal  process¬ 
ing  and  land  disposal  of  solid 

wastes _  29327 

Tolerances  and  exemptions  from 
pesticides: 

Captafol _ 29177 

Chlorpyrifos _ 29178 

Ethyl  3-methyl-4-(methylthio) 
phenyl  (1-methylethyl)  phos- 

phoramidate _ 29177 

Notices 
Meetings : 

Lake  Michigan  Cooling  Water 

Studies  Panel _  29219 

Missouri;  request  for  approval  to 
control  discharges  of  pollutants 

to  navigable  waters;  hearing _  29220 

Pesticide  registrations;  applica¬ 
tions  _  29219 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Standard  Instrument  approach 

procedures _ 29172 

Proposed  Rules 

Experimental  aircraft;  special  cer-  < 
tificates _ _ _  29189 


Transition  areas  (4  documents).  29194, 

29195 


Notices 

Airports  District  Office  at  Fort 

Worth;  change  of  address _  29213 

General  Aviation  and  Air  Carrier 
District  Offices,  Nashville,  Ten¬ 
nessee;  consolidation _  29213 

Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
District  Office,  Fort  Worth, 

Texas;  move _  29213 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Rules 


FM  broadcast  stations;  table  of  as¬ 
signments: 

Florida _ 29184 

Tennessee  _ 29183 

Operator  licensing;  requirement 
elimination  on  possession  of 
radiotelephone  license  of  any 

class  _ 29187 

Order  regarding  cable  television 
systems  to  maintain  public  in¬ 
spection  files  and  permit  system 
inspection  _ 29185 


Proposed  Rules 

Federal  preemption  of  cable  tele¬ 
vision;  technical  standards  or 
moratorium  on  non-Federal 


standards  _  29200 

FM  broadcast  stations;  table  of 
assignments: 

Florida _  29201 

Indiana  _  29201 

Notices 

Aeronautical  advisory  frequencies; 

utilization  and  assignment _  29221 

Applications,  etc.: 

KOWL,  Inc.  et  al.;  construc¬ 
tion  permits  correction _  29223 

WTAR  Radio-TV  Corp.  and 
Hampton  Roads  Television 

Corp  -  29223 

Broadcasts  of  sports  events; 
practices  of  licensees  and  net¬ 
works  _  29222 

Canadian  broadcast  stations;  no¬ 
tification  list _  29226 


FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Rules 


Letters  of  credit;  issuance  in  usual 

course  of  business _ 29178 

Standby  letters  of  credit;  restric¬ 
tions  _  29178 


FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Preconstruction  procedures;  Fed¬ 
eral  participation  in  disposal 
cost  of  existing  highway 
bridges _ 29173 

Special  bridge  replacement  pro¬ 
gram;  adoption  of  new  policies 
and  procedures _ 29174 

Proposed  Rules 

Lightweight  vehicles;  exemption 
from  Federal  motor  carrier  safe¬ 
ty  regulations _ 29195 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 
Proposed  Rules 


Consumer  loans: 

Multiple  holding  companies _  29203 

Service  corporations _  29203 

( Continued  on  next  page ) 
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Notices 

First  Financial  Group,  Inc.;  re¬ 
ceipt  of  application  for  permis¬ 
sion  to  acquire  control  of  the 
Standards  Saving  and  Loan  Co.  29227 

FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

National  flood  insurance  program; 
areas  eligible  (2  documents)—  29176 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Agreements  filed; 

Johnson  Scans  tar  Combined 

Service _  29227 

Med-Gulf  Conference  Agree¬ 
ment  _  29227 

Freight  forwarder  licenses; 

El  Faro  De  Cabo  Rojo  Shipping 
Company,  Inc.,  et  al _  29227 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Alaska  Power  Survey  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _ _  29228 

National  Gas  Survey;  order  fur¬ 
ther  amending  orders _  29232 

National  Power  Survey  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  29233 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Buckeye  Power,  Inc _  29229 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co _  29229 

Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp. 

(2  documents) _  29229,  29230 

El  Paso  Eastern  Co.,  et  al -  29230 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (2  doc¬ 
uments)  _  29230 

Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co., 


Iowa  Public  Service  Co _  29231 

Jersey  Central  Power  and  Light 

Co  _  29231 

Kansas  City  Power  and  Light 

Co _  29232 

Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Co.  and 
Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co__  29232 
Northern  Michigan  Exploration 

Co _ _  29234 

Northern  States  Power  Co _  29234 

Northern  States  Power  Co. 

(Minnesota) _  29235 

Ohio  Power  Co _  29235 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Indiana _  29235 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co _  29235 

Tenneco  Oil  Co.  and  Tennessee 

Gas  Pipeline  Co _  29236 

Texas  Eastern  Traismission 

Corp _  29236 

United  Water  Conservation  Dis¬ 
trict  _  29237 

Washington  Water  Power  Co _  29237 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

Rules 

Hunting;  Audubon  Nati  .al  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge,  North  Dakota _ 29188 


FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Drug  efficacy  study  implementa¬ 
tion,  follow-up: 

Chlorzoxazone  in  combination 


with  acethaminophen _  29210 

Methocarbamol  with  aspirin; 

A.  H.  Robins  Co _  29211 


FOREIGN  ASSETS  CONTROL  OFFICE 
Rules 

Cuban  assets  control;  regulation 
corrections  _ 29182 


FOREST  SERVICE 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Carson  National  Forest  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  29209 

Okanogan  National  Forest 
Grazing  Advisory  Board _  29209 


HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  REGULATIONS 
BOARD 

Proposed  Rules 

Placarded  freight  cars  carrying 
hazardous  materials;  require¬ 
ments  for  handling _ 29197 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Education  Office;  Food 
and  Drug  Administration. 

Notices 

Human  subjects;  submission  of 


certificates  concerning  protec¬ 
tion  _  29212 

HEARINGS  AND  APPEALS  OFFICE 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Patsy  Jane  Coal  Corp _  29206 

Pocahontas  Fuel  Co _  29206 


HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministration.  . 

Notices 

Authority  delegations: 

General  Counsel  and  Deputy 


General  Counsel _  29212 

Inspector  General  and  Deputy 
Inspector  General _  29212 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Bonneville  Power  Admin¬ 
istration;  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service;  Hearings  and  Appeals 
Office,  Land  Management  Bu¬ 
reau. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Committee  on  Emergency  Pre¬ 
paredness  National  Petroleum 

Council  _  29207 

Committee  on  Energy  Conser¬ 
vation  National  Petroleum 
Council  _  29207 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE 

Proposed  Rules 

Private  foundation  excise  taxes; 
administration  and  public  hear¬ 
ing  -  29189 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

Rules 

Household  goods;  payment  of 
rates  and  charges  of  motor  car¬ 


riers  credit  regulations _ 29188 

Notices 

Assignment  of  hearings _  29243 


Motor  carriers: 

Applications  and  certain  other 

proceedings  _  29259 

Board  transfer  proceedings _  29244 

Intrastate  applications _  29244 

Irregular  route  property  carriers; 
elimination  of  gateway  letter 
notices  _  29246 


LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration;  Wage 
and  Hour  Division. 

Notices 

Extended  unemployment  com¬ 
pensation,  California;  avail¬ 
ability _  29243 

LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 


Notices 

Applications  for  pipeline  rights- 
of-way: 

New  Mexico  (2  documents) _  29205, 

29206 

Meetings: 

Salt  Lake  District  U-l  and  U-2 

Grazing  Boards _  29206 

MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 
Notices 

Clearance  of  reports;  list  of 
request _  29238 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings : 

National  Credit  Union  Board—  29237 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE  ARTS 
AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Notices 
Meetings : 

Literature  Advisory  Panel -  29237 

NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 


Motor  vehicle  safety  standard; 
door  locks  and  door  retention 
components _ 29198 

Notices 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standard; 
Cushman  Motors;  petition  for 
temporary  exemption _  29213 

Prime  glazing  material  manufac¬ 
turers  ;  assignment  of  code 
numbers  _  29214 


NATIONAL  TECHNICAL  INFORMATION 
SERVICE 

Notices 

Government  owned  inventions; 
availability  . .  29209 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

State  plans  for  enforcement  of 
standards;  recordkeeping  and 
reporting  requirements - 29181 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Allegheny  Pittsburg  Coal  Co.,  et 

al _ , - - - 

Arthritis  Clinics  International, 

Inc _ 

Delmarva  Power  and  Light  Co. 
and  Delmarva  Power  and 
Light  Company  of  Virginia — 
Monongahela  Power  Co.,  et  al__ 
Multi  Benefit  Realty  Fund  ni__ 

Pennsylvania  Power  Co - 

PBW  Stock  Exchange,  Inc - 

Meetings: 

Report  Coordinating  Group _ 


29238 

29241 


29239 

29239 

29241 

29240 

29242 

29241 


SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Notices 

Environmental  statement: 

Bogota  Watershed  Project,  Ten¬ 
nessee  _  29209 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Advisory  Committee  report  on 

closed  meeting _  29205 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion;  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
tration;  Hazardous  Materials 
Regulations  Board;  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admin¬ 
istration. 


TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Customs  Service;  Foreign  As¬ 
sets  Control  Office. 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Contract  Appeals  Board  rules;  op¬ 
tional  accelerated  procedure _ 29175 

WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION 

Rules 

Employment  of  learners;  changes 
reflecting  fair  labor  standards  .  29180 

WATER  RESOURCES  COUNCIL 

Notices 

Planning  water  and  related  land 
resources;  amendment  of  stand¬ 
ards  _  29242 
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Bulan  Going  Into  Effect  Today 
Moan:  Them  were  no  Nnas  published  after 
October  1,  1973,  that  are  eligible  for  In¬ 
clusion  m  the  list  of  Runs  Qonra  Into 
Effect  Todat. 

page  no. 
end  date 

Next  Week's  Deadlines  tar  Comments 
on  Proposed  Rules 
AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service — 

California  prunes;  salable  and  reserve 
percentages  and  handler  obligation; 
comments  by  8-19-74 _ 26913; 

7-24-74 

Potatoes  (Irish)  grown  in  California, 
Oregon,  and  Washington;  expenses 
and  rate  of  assessment;  comments 
by  8-19  and  8-22-74 _  27916; 

•  8-2—74  and  28162;  8-5-74 
Potatoes  (Irish:)  grown  in  CaKfomia; 
Oregon-Califomia  Potato  Commit¬ 
tee  Operations;  comments  by 

8-23-74 . 28162;  8-5-74 

Rural  Electrification  Administration — 
Specifications  for  rural  telephone  fa¬ 
cilities;  REA  forms;  comments  by 

8-22-74 _  26765;  7-23-74 

Three-electrode  gas  tube  protectors; 
new  specification;  comments  by 

8-19-74 . .  26293;  7-18-74 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Adjudicative  proceedings;  interim  and 
practice  rules;  comments  by  8-22-74. 

26848;  7-23-74 
ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Perchlorocthyteno  and  thiabendazole; 
tolerances  for  pesticide  chemicals; 

comments  by  8-23-74 .  26917, 

26918;  7-24-74 
West  Virginia  state  implementation 
plans;  compliance  schedules;  com¬ 
ments  by  8-23-74..  26916;  7-24-74 
FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Cable  television  technical  standards; 
time  extension  for  filing  comments 
end  reply  comments  (8-20-74). 

29447;  8-7-74 
New  York  and  Los  Angeles  urbanized 
areas;  reallocation  of  land  mobile 
channels;  comments  by  8-20-74. 

27702;  7-31-74 
FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Guides  against  deceptive  pricing;  revi¬ 
sion;  comments  by  8-19-74. 

21059;  6-18-74 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

Diagnostic  X-ray  systems  and  their 
major  components;  radiation  ther¬ 
apy  simulation  systems;  comments 
by  8-21-74 _  26651;  7-22-74 


Prescription  drugs;  revision  of  re¬ 
minder  labeling  requirements;  com¬ 
ments  by  8-19-74 _ 21165; 

6-19-74 

Substances  prohibited  from  use  in 
food;  sassafras;  comments  by 
8-22-74 _  26748;  7-23-74 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Land  Management  Bureau — 

Montana;  withdrawals  of  lends  for 
highway  construction  and  for  rec¬ 
reation  areas;  comments  by  8- 

22-74 _  26760;  7-23-74 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  Lands;  sub¬ 
mission  and  disclosure  of  geologi¬ 
cal  and  geophysical  data;  com¬ 
ments  by  8-23-74 _ 17446; 

5-16-74 

Rah  and  Wildlife  Service- 

Os'  Soto  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Iowa  and  Nebraska;  addition  to 
areas  open  to  hunting  or  migratory 
buds;  comments  by  8-19-74. 

26292;  7-18-74 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Coast  Guard — 

Tank  vessels  engaged  in  domestic 
trade;  protection  of  marine  environ¬ 
ment;  comments  by  8-19-74. 

24150;  6-28-74 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — 

Bell  Helicopters;  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tives;  comments  by  8-22-74. 

26428;  7-19-74 
Control'  zones  and  transition  areas; 
alterations  and  designations;  com¬ 
ments  by  8-22-74, . 26753, 

26754;  7-23-74 
Aircraft  security;  use  of  X-ray  devices; 
comments  by  8-20-74 _  22275; 

6-21-74 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admin¬ 
istration — 

Bumper  standards;  front  and  rear  end 
damageability;  comments  by  8-20- 
74 _ 25237;  7-9-74 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Customs  Service — 

Customs  bonds;  amendments  to  cer¬ 
tain  forms;  extension  of  time  to 

8-20-74 . 25502;  7-11-74 

Internal  Revenue  Service — 

Determination  of  sources  of  income 
and  income  derived  from  foreign 
central  banks;  comments  by  8-22- 
74 . 26738;  7-23-74 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Competitive  bidding  rule  for  sale  of 
common  stocks;  temporary  suspen¬ 
sion;  comments  by  8-23-74. 

27811;  8-1-74 


Next  Week’s  Hearings 
INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Land  Management  Bureau — 

Federal  Coal  Leasing  Program;  draft 
environmental  statement;  to  be 
held  in  Denver,  Colorado,  8-19-74. 

26301;  7-18-74 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Colorado  River  System;  salinity  control 
policy  and  procedures;  to  be  held  in 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada,  and  Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado;  8-19  and  8-21-74  respec¬ 
tively. - 26299;  7-18-74 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admin¬ 
istration — 

Guarding  of  agricultural  equipment;  to 
be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.; 

8-22-74 - 27708;  7-31-74 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

National  Transportation  Safety  Board — 
Norfolk  and  Western  Railway  yard; 
accident  investigation;  to  be  held 
at  Decatur,  Illinois;  8-20-74. 

27839;  8-1-74 

Next  Week’s  Meeting 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 
Forest  Service — 

Tferra  Amarilla  Grazing  Advisory 
Board;  to  be  held  at  Tres  Piedras, 
New  Mexico  (open)  8-21-74. 

27179;  7-25-74 
South  Kaibab  Grazing  Advisory  Board; 
to  be  held  at  Williams,  Arizona 
(open)  8-23-74..  27180;  7-25-74 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Subcommittee  on  Douglas  Point  Nuclear 
Generating  Station;  to  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C.  (open  with  restric¬ 
tions)  8-20-74 .  27598;  7-30-74 

Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards — Subcommittee  on  Safety 
Features  Provided  by  Architect- 
Engineers;  to  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.  (open  with  restrictions)  8-22  and 
8-23-74 . . . 28451;  8-7-74 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Federal  Employees  Pay  Council;  (closed) 

8-19-74  and  8-21-74 . 28554; 

8-8-74 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration — 

National  Industrial  Energy  Conserva¬ 
tion  Council;  to  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  (open  with  restrictions) 
8-21-74 . . . 27931;  8-2-74 
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National  Bureau  of  Standards — 

Federal  Information  Processing  Stand¬ 
ards  Task  Group  13;  to  be  held  at 
Gaithersburg,  Maryland  (open)  8- 
21-74 .  26442;  7-19-74 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

CTAB  Panel  on  Project  Independence 
Blueprint;  to  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.  (open  with  restrictions)  8-22 
and  8-23-74 .  28551;  8-8-74 

CONSUMER  PRODUCTS  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

National  Advisory  Committee  for  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act  (open);  to  be 
held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  8-20  and 
8-21-74 .  27499;  7-29-74 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Advisory  Group  on  Electron  Devices; 
to  be  held  in  New  York  City  (closed) 

8-20-74 .  27922;  8-2-74 

DDR  &  E  High  Energy  Laser  Review 
Group  (closed  to  public),  8-20  and 

8-21-74 .  27474;  7-29-74 

Defense  Intelligence  Agency  Scientific 
Advisory  Committee;  to  be  held  in 
Washington,  D.C.  (closed),  8-23- 
74 . . . 27334;  7-20-74 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Mines  Bureau — 

Advisory  Committee  on  Coal  Mine 
Safety  Research;  to  be  held  in 
Prestonburg,  Ky.  (open  with  re¬ 
striction)  8-20-74 . 28175; 

8-5-74 

National  Park  Service — 

Indiana  Dunes  National  Lakeshore 
Advisory  Commission;  to  be  held  in 
Chesterton,  Indiana  (open)  8-21- 

74 .  27595;  7-30-74 

Pictured  Rocks  National  Lakeshore 
Advisory  Commission;  to  be  held  in 
Grand  Marais,  Michigan  (open  with 
restrictions)  8-23-74 .  27931; 

8-2-74 


LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admin¬ 
istration — 

Standards  Advisory  Committee  Agri¬ 
culture;  to  be  held  in  Washington, 
D.C.  (open  with  restrictions)  8-19- 
74  and  8-20-74  ...  28194;  8-5-74 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

Panel  on  Review  of  Gastroenterologi¬ 
cal-Urological  Devices;  to  be  held  in 
Washington,  D.C.  (open  with  res- 
strictions)  8-19-74 .  26458; 

7-19-74 

Dental  Drug  Products  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee;  to  be  held  in  Rockville, 
Maryland  (open  with  restrictions) 

8-21-74- . 26459;  7-19-74 

Obstetrics  and  Gynecology  Advisory 
Committee;  to  be  held  in  Rockville, 
Maryland  (open)  8-21  and  8-22. 

27338;  7-26-74 

National  Institutes  of  Health — 

Endocrinology  Study  Section,  Division 
of  Research  Grants;  to  be  held  in 
Silver  Spring,  Maryland  (open  with 
restrictions)  8-20  through  8-23- 
74 .  26464;  7-19-74 

Education  Office — 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Exten¬ 
sion  and  continuing  Education;  to 
be  held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (open 
with  restrictions)  8-19  thru  8-20- 
74 . . 27746;  7-31-74 

INDEPENDENCE  NATIONAL  PARK 
ADVISORY  COMMISSION 

Meeting  to  be  held  in  Philadelphia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  (open)  8-22-74 .  27611; 

7-30-74 

NATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  FOR  THE 
HUMANITIES 

Fellowships  Panel;  to  be  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  (closed)  8-23  and  8-24- 
74._ . 26491;  7-19-74 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Advisory  Panel  for  Research  Manage¬ 
ment  Improvement;  to  be  held  in 
Washington,  D.C.  (open  with  restric¬ 
tions) .  27357;  7-26-74 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Advisory  Committee  on  the  Implementa¬ 
tion  of  a  Central  Market  System;  to 
be  held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (open) 
8-23-74 .  28573;  8-8-74 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Study  Group  1  of  the  U.S.  National  Com¬ 
mittee  for  the  International  Telegraph 
and  Telephone  Consultative  Commit¬ 
tee  (CCITT);  to  be  held  in  Washington, 
D.C.  (open  with  restrictions)  8-22-74. 

27743;  7-31-74 

Weekly  List  of  Public  Laws 

This  is  a  listing  of  public  bills  enacted  by 
Congress  and  approved  by  the  President  together 
with  the  law  number,  the  date  of  approval,  and 
the  U.S.  Statutes  citation.  Subsequent  lists  will 
appear  every  Wednesday  In  the  FEDERAL  REG¬ 
ISTER  and  copies  of  the  laws  may  be  obtained 
from  the  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office. 

H.R.  8217 .  Pub.  Law  93-368 

Vessels,  foreign  equipments  and  repairs, 

duty  exemption 

(Aug.  7,  1974;  88  Stat.  420) 

H.R.  14592 . Pub.  Law  93-365 

Department  of  Defense  Appropriation 
Authorization  Act,  1975 
(Aug.  5, 1974;  88  Stat.  399) 

S.  39 . . . . Pub.  Law  93-366 

Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  amend¬ 
ments;  to  provide  a  program  to  prevent 
aircraft  piracy 
(Aug.  5, 1974;  88  Stat.  409) 

S.  J.  Res.  228 . . . Pub.  Law  93-367 

Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  exten¬ 
sion 

(Aug.  7,  1974;  88  Stat.  419) 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  In  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulation*.  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  In  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  VIII — AGRICULTURAL  STABILI¬ 
ZATION  AND  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
(SUGAR).  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  I— DETERMINATION  OF  PRICES 

[Docket  No.  SH— 323 ] 

PART  876 — SUGARCANE;  HAWAII 
Fair  and  Reasonable  Prices  for  1974-Crop 

The  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as  amended, 
requires  producers  who  also  process  sug¬ 
arcane  grown  by  other  producers  to  pay 
prices  or  rates  determined  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  to  be  fair  and  reason¬ 
able  as  one  of  the  conditions  for  receiving 
Sugar  Act  payments  on  their  own 
production. 

Such  determination  may  not  be  made 
until  after  Investigation  and  opportunity 
for  interested  persons  to  testify  on  the 
fair  and  reasonable  prices  to  be  paid 
under  either  purchase  or  toll  agreements. 
A  public  hearing  was  held  in  Hilo,  Ha¬ 
waii,  on  April  25,  1974. 

The  determination,  which  is  applicable 
to  the  1974  crop  of  Hawaiian  sugarcane, 
continues  all  provisions  of  the  1973  crop 
determination  including  the  maximum 
rates  producer-processors  may  charge 
under  a  tolling  agreement  for  processing 
sugarcane  grown  by  other  producers. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)(2)  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended  (herein  referred  to  as  “act”), 
after  investigation  and  due  consideration 
of  the  evidence  obtained  at  the  public 
hearing  held  in  Hilo,  Hawaii,  on  April  25, 
1974,  the  following  determination  is 
hereby  issued. 

The  regulations  previously  appearing 
In  these  sections  under  “Determination 
of  Prices;  Sugarcane;  Hawaii”  remain  in 
full  force  and  effect  as  to  the  crops  to 
which  they  were  applicable. 

Sec. 

876.21  General  requirements. 

876.22  Toll  agreements. 

876.23  Purchase  agreements. 

876.24  Sugarcane  weight  and  quality  deter¬ 

mination. 

876.25  Overhead  charges  for  services  fur¬ 

nished  to  producers. 

876.26  Reporting  requirements. 

876.27  Applicability. 

876.28  Subterfuge. 

676.29  Procedures  for  checking  compliance. 

Authority:  Secs.  876.21  to  876.29  Issued 
under  secs.  301,  403,  61  Stat.  929,  as  amended, 
931;  (7TT.S.C.  1181,  1153). 

{  876-21  General  requirements. 

A  producer  of  sugarcane  in  Hawaii  who 
Is  also  a  processor  of  sugarcane,  to  which 
this  part  applies  as  provided  in  $  876.27 
(herein  referred  to  as  “processor”)  shall 
have  paid,  or  contracted  to  pay,  for  sug¬ 
arcane  of  the  1974  crop  grown  by  other 
producers  and  processed  by  him,  or  shall 


have  processed  sugarcane  of  other  pro¬ 
ducers  under  a  toll  agreement.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  following  require¬ 
ments. 

§  876.22  Toll  agreements. 

(a)  The  rate  for  processing  sugarcane 
under  a  toll  agreement  at  Olokele  Sugar 
Company,  Ltd.,  shall  be  not  more  than 
the  rate  provided  in  the  agreement  be¬ 
tween  the  producer  and  the  processor 
applicable  to  the  prior  crop. 

(b)  (1)  The  rate  for  processing  sugar¬ 
cane  delivered  by  a  producer  under  a  toll 
agreement  to  those  producers  listed  be¬ 
low  shall  be  not  more  than  that  estab¬ 
lished  for  each  such  processor. 


Processor 

Rate  for  proc¬ 
essing  (Per¬ 
centage  of  gross 
proceeds  from 
sugar  and 
molasses) 

Delivery 
point  for 
sugarcane 

Pnna  Sugar  Co.,  Ltd . 

34 

Min. 

Kohala  Sugar  Co . . 

34 

Do. 

Laupahoehoe  Sugar  Co... 

49 

Loaded 

in 

trucks. 

Ka’u  Sugar  Co.,  Inc _ 

49 

Do. 

Honokaa- Sugar  Co, _ 

49 

Do. 

(2)  The  gross  proceeds  from  sugar  and 
molasses  shall  be  determined  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Standard  Sugar  Marketing 
Contract  and  the  Standard  Molasses 
Marketing  Contract  entered  into  by  the 
producer,  or  his  agent,  with  the  Califor¬ 
nia  and  Hawaiian  Sugar  Company  (a  co¬ 
operative  agricultural  marketing  asso¬ 
ciation  herein  referred  to  as  C&H),  ex¬ 
cept  that  for  purposes  of  calculating  the 
amount  due  producers,  all  items  of  raw 
sugar  and  molasses  marketing  expenses 
that  were  charged  to  producers  under  the 
marketing  contracts  in  effect  prior  to 
January  1972,  but  are  now  deducted  by 
C&H  under  the  revised  marketing  con¬ 
tracts  that  became  effective  January  1, 
1972  to  obtain  proceeds  due  producers, 
shall  be  added  back  to  such  proceeds  to 
obtain  gross  proceeds:  Provided,  That 
the  gross  proceeds  so  determined  to  be 
applicable  to  the  sugar  and  molasses  re¬ 
covered  from  the  sugarcane  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer  shall  be  converted  to  dollars  per 
hundredweight  of  sugar,  raw  value  basis, 
for  the  purpose  of  applying  the  rates  for 
processing. 

(3)  The  applicable  rate  for  processing 
established  in  this  section  for  sugarcane 
of  the  producer  shall  cover  (i)  all  trans¬ 
porting,  handling,  and  processing  costs 
applicable  to  the  producers’  sugarcane 
from  the  delivery  point  specified  herein 
until  the  raw  sugar  and  molasses  recov¬ 
ered  therefrom  leaves  the  bulk  sugar  bin 
or  the  molasses  tank  of  the  processor, 
except  those  costs  incurred  for  insuring 
such  raw  sugar  and  molasses  while 


stored  therein;  (11)  the  cost  of  insuring 
such  sugarcane  against  loss  by  fire  to  the 
same  extent  that  sugarcane  of  the  proc¬ 
essor  is  insured;  (iii)  the  costs  of  weigh¬ 
ing,  sampling,  and  taring  such  sugar¬ 
cane;  (iv)  the  cost  of  general  weed  and 
rodent  control  other  than  in  sugarcane 
fields  of  producers  and  alongside  the 
roads  adjacent  thereto;  and  (v)  the  cost 
of  all  research  and  experimental  work 
applicable  to  the  production  and  process¬ 
ing  of  such  sugarcane. 

(4)  The  sugarcane  received  from  pro¬ 
ducers  shall  be  handled  and  processed 
by  the  processor  in  a  manner  which  is  no 
less  favorable  than  the  handling  and 
processing  of  the  sugarcane  of  the  proc¬ 
essor.  The  processor,  in  acting  as  agent 
for  the  producer,  shall  handle  and  deliver 
to  C&H  the  raw  sugar  and  molasses  re¬ 
covered  from  the  sugarcane  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer  in  a  manner  which  is  no  less  favor¬ 
able  than  the  handling  and  delivery  to 
C&H  of  the  raw  sugar  and  molasses  re¬ 
covered  from  the  sugarcane  of  the  proc¬ 
essor.  The  processor  shall  promptly 
transmit  to  the  producer  the  amount  of 
the  gross  proceeds  received  from  the 
sugar  and  molasses  recovered  from  the 
sugarcane  of  the  producer,  as  defined  In 
paragraph  (b)  (2)  of  this  section,  less 
the  applicable  processing  rate,  less  the 
shipping  and  handling  expenses  added  to 
and  made  a  part  of  the  gross  proceeds  as 
provided  in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  of  this 
section,  and  less  any  expenses,  such  as 
inland  transportation,  paid  by  the  proc¬ 
essor,  as  agent  for  the  producer,  pursuant 
to  the  toll  agreement.  Handling  and  de¬ 
livery  expenses  shall  be  limited  to  those 
direct  expenses  paid  by  the  processor  as 
agent  for  the  producer,  but  shall  not  in¬ 
clude  overhead  charges  of  the  processor. 

§  876.23  Purchase  agreements. 

(a)  The  price  for  sugarcane  under  ad¬ 
herent  planter  agreements  shall  be  not 
less  than  the  price  determined  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  agreement  between  the 
processor  and  the  producer  applicable  to 
the  prior  crop. 

(b)  The  price  for  the  producers’  share 
of  sugarcane  under  cultivation  contracts 
at  Laupahoehoe  Sugar  Company  shall  be 
not  less  than  the  price  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  agreement  between 
the  processor  and  the  producer  applicable 
to  the  prior  crop. 

(c)  The  price  for  sugarcane  under  in¬ 
dependent  grower  purchase  agreements 
shall  be  not  less  than  the  price  deter¬ 
mined  in  accordance  with  the  agreement 
between  the  processor  and  the  producer 
applicable  to  the  prior  crop;  Provided, 
That  the  items  of  expense  which  may  be 
deducted  in  computing  net  returns  for 
the  1974  crop  shall  be  limited  to  the 
same  Items  as  for  the  1973  crop,  except 
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that  if  the  processor  incurs  handling  and 
delivery  expenses  otherwise  allowable 
under  the  agreement  and  which  are  in¬ 
curred  under  abnormal  conditions,  such 
expenses  also  may  be  deducted  subject 
to  written  approval  from  the  Hawaii 
State  ASCS  Office  upon  a  determination 
by  the  Hawaii  State  ASC  Committee  that 
the  incurrence  of  such  expenses  is 
justified. 

§  876.24  Sugarcane  weight  and  quality 
determination. 

The  determination  of  the  net  weight 
and  quality  of  the  sugarcane  received 
from  the  producer,  and  the  allocation  of 
sugar  and  molasses  recoveries  to  the  pro¬ 
ducer  shall  be  made  in  accordance  with 
the  methods  customarily  used  by  the 
processor;  methods  which  have  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Experiment  Station  of  the 
Hawaiian  Sugar  Planters'  Association; 
or  methods  agreed  upon  between  the 
processor  and  the  producer,  which  will 
reflect  the  true  weight  and  quality  of 
sugarcane  and  the  quantities  of  sugar 
and  molasses  recovered  from  the  sugar¬ 
cane  of  the  producer. 

§  876.25  Overhead  charges  for  services 
furnished  to  producers. 

If  the  processor,  at  the  producer’s  re¬ 
quest,  furnishes  labor,  materials,  or 
services  used  in  producing,  harvesting, 
or  transporting  the  producer’s  sugar¬ 
cane,  or  transports  the  producer’s  sugar 
or  molasses  from  the  mill  to  the  port  in 
the  processor’s  own  equipment,  the  pro¬ 
cessor  may  charge  in  addition  to  the 
direct  costs  of  such  labor,  materials,  or 
services,  the  applicable  overhead  ex¬ 
penses.  If  equipment  is  charged  at  stand¬ 
ard  or  budgeted  rates  which  include  re¬ 
pair  and  maintenance  charges,  and  such 
rates  are  applied  equally  to  both  the  pro¬ 
cessors’  and  producers’  producing,  har¬ 
vesting,  and  transporting  operation,  and 
If  the  standard  or  budgeted  rates  are 
adjusted  periodically  to  reflect  current 
conditions,  such  rates  shall  be  considered 
as  the  direct  costs  for  use  of  equipment. 
Charges  for  applicable  overhead  ex¬ 
penses  shall  be  based  on  estimated  cur¬ 
rent  budgets  and  adjusted  after  the  end 
of  the  calendar  year  so  as  not  to  exceed 
the  actual  costs  for  such  year.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  processor  may  also  charge  a 
profit  not  to  exceed  5  percent  of  the  sum 
of  the  direct  and  overhead  charges  for 
such  labor,  materials,  or  services.  Over¬ 
head  expenses  shall  be  limited  to  those 
which  are  properly  apportionable  under 
generally  accepted  accounting  principles 
as  approved  by  the  State  Committee. 

§  876.26  Reporting  requirements. 

The  processor  shall  submit  to  the  State 
Committee  a  certified  statement  of  the 
gross  proceeds  and  handling  and  delivery 
expenses  paid  under  (a)  purchase  agree¬ 
ments  providing  for  payment  for  sugar¬ 
cane  based  upon  net  returns  from  sugar 
and  molasses,  and  (b)  toll  and  agency 
agreements  providing  for  the  deduction 
of  handling  and  delivery  expenses  on 
sugar  and  molasses  from  the  gross  pro¬ 
ceeds  obtained  therefrom. 


§  876.27  Applicability. 

The  requirements  of  this  part  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  all  sugarcane  grown  by  a  pro¬ 
ducer  and  processed  under  either  a  pur¬ 
chase  or  toll  agreement  by  a  processor 
who  also  produces  sugarcane  (a  proces¬ 
sor-producer  is  defined  in  S  821.1  of  this 
chapter) ;  and  to  sugarcane  processed 
by  a  cooperative  processor  for  non-mem¬ 
bers.  The  requirements  are  not  appli¬ 
cable  to  sugarcane  processed  by  a  coop¬ 
erative  processor  for  its  members. 

§  876.28  Subterfuge. 

The  processor  shall  not  reduce  returns 
to  the  producer  below  those  determined 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
herein  through  any  subterfuge  or  device 
whatsoever. 

§  876.29  Procedures  for  checking  com¬ 
pliance. 

The  procedures  to  be  followed  by  the 
State  ASCS  office  in  checking  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  this  part  are 
set  forth  under  the  heading  Part  6 — Fair 
Price  Determination  in  Handbook  6-SU, 
issued  by  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Pro¬ 
grams,  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service.  Handbook  6-SU 
may  be  inspected  at  the  State  ASCS  of¬ 
fice  and  copies  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Hawaii  State  ASCS  Office,  1833  Kala- 
kaua  Avenue.  Honolulu,  HI  96815. 

Statement  op  Bases  and  Considerations 

General.  The  foregoing  determination 
establishes  the  fair  and  reasonable  rate 
requirements  which  must  be  met,  as  one 
of  the  conditions  for  payment  under  the 
act,  by  a  producer  who  processes  sugar¬ 
cane  of  the  1974  crop  grown  by  other 
producers. 

Requirements  of  the  Act.  Section  301 
(c)  (2)  of  the  act  provides,  as  a  condition 
for  payment,  that  the  producer  on  the 
farm  who  is  also,  directly  or  indirectly  a 
processor  of  sugarcane,  as  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary,  shall  have  paid, 
or  contracted  to  pay  "under  either  pur¬ 
chase  or  toll  agreements,  for  any  sugar¬ 
cane  grown  by  other  producers  and  proc¬ 
essed  by  him  at  rates  not  less  than  those 
that  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary 
to  be  fair  and  reasonable  after  investiga¬ 
tion  and  due  notice  and  opportunity  for 
public  hearing. 

Public  hearing.  A  public  hearing  was 
held  in  Hilo,  Hawaii,  on  April  25,  1974, 
at  which  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  the  opportunity  to  present  testi¬ 
mony  relating  to  all  aspects  of  fair  and 
reasonable  prices  for  1974-crop  sugar¬ 
cane  including  processing  rates  for  su¬ 
garcane  delivered  under  a  toll  agree¬ 
ment. 

Hawaiian  Sugar  Planters’  Association. 
A  representative  of  this  Association  rec¬ 
ommended  that  the  present  core  sam¬ 
pling  disintegrator  method  of  allocating 
sugar  and  molasses  to  producers  be 
amended  to  include  an  improved  labo¬ 
ratory  procedure,  termed  the  “Disinte¬ 
grator/Moisture”  method,  for  determin¬ 
ing  the  weight  of  cane  fiber  and  other 
insoluble  solids;  and  that  those  proc¬ 
essors  using  core  sampling  be  author¬ 


ized  to  use  the  amended  method.  The 
witness  stated  that  the  new  method 
substitutes  a  moisture  determination  for 
the  fiber  determination,  thus  eliminating 
the  bias  in  the  data  resulting  from  loss 
of  soil  inherent  in  the  present  method. 
He  also  stated  that  the  modified  method 
was  used  experimentally  by  the  Hilo 
Coast  Processing  Company  at  the  Wain- 
aku  factory  for  a  period  during  1973  and 
at  the  Puna  and  Wainaku  factories  dur¬ 
ing  early  1974. 

Honokaa  Sugar  Company  and  Laupa- 
hoehoe  Sugar  Company.  Representatives 
of  these  companies  recommended  that 
the  concept  of  a  uniform  tolling  fee  for 
all  factories  with  identical  cane  deliv¬ 
ery  points  be  reconsidered.  They  rec¬ 
ommended  processing  rates  of  55  percent 
for  Honokaa  and  49  percent  for  Laupa- 
hoehoe,  or  60  percent  and  53  percent,  re¬ 
spectively,  if  the  rates  are  based  on  the 
new  marketing  agreement  with  Califor¬ 
nia  and  Hawaiian  Sugar  Company;  that 
a  profit  on  services,  labor,  or  materials 
furnished  by  processors  to  producers  be 
continued;  and  that  all  other  applicable 
provisions  of  the  1973  determination  re¬ 
main  in  effect  for  the  1974  crop.  They 
presented  data  relating  to  the  final  costs 
of  producing  and  processing  1973-crop 
sugarcane.  The  witnesses  testified  that 
the  data  indicate  an  F.O.B.  refinery 
processing  rate  of  49  percent  will  be 
fair  and  reasonable  for  Laupahoehoe, 
and  that  Honokaa’s  first  available  cost 
rates  indicate  a  processing  rate  of  at 
least  55  percent  will  be  required  for  that 
company. 

The  representative  of  independent 
growers  at  Laupahoehoe  recommended 
that  the  processing  rate  be  decreased 
from  49  percent  to  45  percent,  and  that 
the  profit  allowance  on  services  furnished 
growers  by  plantations  be  allowed  on  ma¬ 
terials  but  not  on  labor  and  services.  In 
support  of  his  recommendations,  he 
stated  that  the  independent  growers  ac¬ 
count  for  only  four  percent  of  the  total 
sugar  production,  and  the  machinery, 
equipment,  labor  and  overhead  staff  are 
recurrent  fixed  expenses  that  the  proc¬ 
essor  annually  expends  whether  or  not 
the  growers  request  such  services. 

The  representative  of  independent 
growers  at  Honokaa  recommended  that, 
based  on  growers’  total  cultivation  costs 
and  the  computation  of  an  actual  rate 
of  46.29  percent,  the  processing  rate  be 
reduced  from  49  percent  to  46  percent 
Puna  Sugar  Company.  A  representative 
of  this  company  recommended  that  a  5- 
year  average  be  used  for  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  cost  ratios  and  processing  rates 
to  eliminate  abnormal  results  in  any  one 
crop  year;  that  the  1974  determination 
establish  a  processing  rate  of  48  percent 
for  Puna  on  the  basis  of  the  new  sugar 
and  molasses  marketing  agreements  (44 
percent  on  the  basis  of  the  old  agree¬ 
ments)  ;  and  that  authority  to  continue 
profit  margins  on  services  performed  by 
processors  for  producers  be  continued. 
In  support  of  the  recommended  proc¬ 
essing  rate,  the  witness  testified  that  the 
average  processing  fees  for  the  five  year 
periods  1968-72  and  1969-73  were  45.56 
percent  and  47.83  percent,  respectively. 
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The  representative  of  independent 
growers  at  Puna  recommended  that  the 
profit  margin  of  5  percent  be  discon¬ 
tinued;  that  agency  fees  paid  to  the 
parent  company  be  considered  profit  for 
the  company  and  charged  against  it  in 
the  cost  ratio;  that  shipping  charges  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  included  as  a  part  of  grower 
costs  since  the  processing  rate  is  based 
primarily  upon  the  principle  of  dividing 
total  returns  among  the  parties  in  about 
the  same  proportion  as  their  share  of 
total  costs,  and  that  the  processing  rate 
be  lowered  to  30  percent.  In  support  of 
his  recommendations,  he  stated  that  fac¬ 
tory  breakdowns  and  problems  encoun¬ 
tered  at  the  mill  continue  to  cause 
extraordinary  cost  increases,  thereby 
forcing  independent  growers  out  of  pro¬ 
duction. 

Olokele  Sugar  Company  Ltd.  and  Ka’u 
Sugar  Company,  Inc.  A  representative 
of  these  companies  testified  that  the  toll¬ 
ing  agreement  between  Olokele  Sugar  Co. 
and  Gay  and  Robinson  was  renewed  in 
1968  for  a  period  33  years  and  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  rate  provided  in  the 
agreement  be  continued. 

With  respect  to  Ka’u  Sugar,  the  wit¬ 
ness  recommended  a  50  percent  proc¬ 
essing  rate  based  on  the  old  California 
and  Hawaiian  Sugar  Co.  marketing 
agreement,  or  55  percent  if  the  Depart¬ 
ment  should  change  the  determination 
to  a  basis  consistent  with  the  new  mar¬ 
keting  agreement.  He  further  recom¬ 
mended  that  a  10  percent  fee  for  profit 
be  allowed  on  labor,  materials,  and  serv¬ 
ices  provided  to  growers.  He  testified  that 
no  modification  in  Processing  and  Agency 
Contracts  are  contemplated;  that  sugar 
production  in  1973  decreased  15V2  per¬ 
cent  from  1972  because  of  drought  and 
mill  start-up  problems;  that  the  loss  in 
sugar  production  was  offset  by  increased 
returns  from  sugar  and  molasses;  that 
Ka’u  is  now  proposing  to  adjust  equip¬ 
ment  charges  to  actual  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner  as  overhead  charges  are  adjusted; 
and  that  transportation  and  factory  costs 
are  increasing  at  a  more  rapid  rate  than 
cultivation  and  marketing  costs. 

Lihue  Plantation  Company  and  Oahu 
Sugar  Company.  A  representative  of 
these  companies  testified  that  each  com¬ 
pany  has  one  grower  agreement  which 
will  continue  unchanged  for  the  1974 
crop.  He  recommended  approval  of  the 
agreements. 

1974  price  determination.  This  deter¬ 
mination  continues  the  provisions  of  the 
1973-crop  determination.  Tolling  fees  re¬ 
main  the  same. 

The  request  by  the  Hawaiian  Sugar 
Planters  Association  for  approval  to  use 
the  “Disintegrator/Moisture”  method  of 
allocating  sugar  and  molasses  to  produc¬ 
ers  was  granted  by  the  Department  in 
a  letter  dated  June  25,  1974  to  the 
Association. 

Consideration  has  been  given  to  the 
recommendations  and  information  sub¬ 
mitted  at  the  public  hearing  to  the  re¬ 
turns,  costs,  and  profits  of  producing 
and  processing  sugarcane  obtained  by 
the  Department  by  field  survey  for  a 
prior  crop  and  recast  in  terms  of  price 
and  production  conditions  likely  to  pre¬ 


vail  for  the  1974  crop;  and  to  other  rele¬ 
vant  data  customarily  considered  in  fair 
price  determinations. 

The  recommendations  of  both  pro¬ 
ducers  and  processors  for  changes  in  the 
applicable  processing  rates  for  the  re¬ 
spective  companies  have  been  thor¬ 
oughly  studied.  Analysis  of  the  com¬ 
parative  costs  of  producing  and  process¬ 
ing  sugarcane  indicates  that  changes 
occurring  in  the  relationship  of  produc¬ 
ing  and  processing  costs  have  not  been 
of  sufficient  magnitude  to  justify  ad¬ 
justments  in  the  processing  rates.  It  is 
believed  that  the  processing  rates  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  determination  will  main¬ 
tain  an  equitable  sharing  between  pro¬ 
ducers  and  processors  of  total  returns 
based  on  their  sharing  of  total  costs. 

The  recommendations  by  both  pro¬ 
ducers  and  processors  for  changes  in  the 
rate  of  profit  allowed  on  services  fur¬ 
nished  to  producers  by  processors,  or 
that  profit  be  allowed  only  on  materials 
furnished  have  again,  been  reviewed. 
The  Department  continues  to  believe 
that  the  profit  charge  of  five  percent  is 
adequate  and  reasonable  and  that  the 
charge  should  continue  to  be  allowed  on 
labor  and  services  as  well  as  on  mate¬ 
rials  used  in  producing,  harvesting,  or 
transporting  the  producers’  sugarcane. 
Therefore,  this  provision  is  continued 
unchanged  in  the  determination. 

A  recommendation  made  by  the 
representatives  of  Puna  growers  for 
elimination  of  agency  fees  paid  by  the 
processor  from  the  computation  of  the 
cost  ratio  has  not  been  adopted.  Such 
fees  are  compensation  to  the  agency  for 
services,  such  as.  technical,  legal, 
accounting,  and  marketing,  performed 
for  the  processor. 

On  the  basis  of  an  examination  of  all 
pertinent  factors,  the  provisions  of  this 
determination  are  deemed  to  be  fair  and 
reasonable.  Accordingly,  I  hereby  find 
and  conclude  that  the  foregoing  deter¬ 
mination  will  effectuate  the  price  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended. 

Effective  date.  This  determination 
shall  become  effective  August  14,  1974, 
and  is  applicable  to  the  1974  crop  of 
Hawaiian  sugarcane. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on 
August  8, 1974. 

Glenn  A.  Weir, 
Acting  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

|  FR  Doc.74-18640  Piled  8-13-74,8:45  am) 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Pear  Regulation  4,  Amdt.  1] 

PART  917— FRESH  PEARS,  PLUMS,  AND 
PEACHES  GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Shipments 
This  amended  regulation.  Issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Marketing  Agreement  and 


Order  No.  917  (7  CFR  917)  requires  all 
California  Bartlett,  Max-Red  Bartlett, 
and  Red  Bartlett  pears  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  during  the  period  August 
20,  1974,  through  July  31,  1975,  to  grade 
at  least  U.S.  Combination,  with  not  less 
than  80  percent  grading  at  least  U.S.  No. 

1  grade.  It  also  requires  that  such  pears 
be  not  smaller  than  165  size  as  verified 
by  12 -pound  random  samples  which  must 
contain  not  more  than  43  pears.  Con¬ 
tainers  of  all  pears,  as  defined  in  the 
marketing  order,  must  be  marked  with 
the  variety  name  or,  if  the  variety  is  not 
known,  the  words  “unknown  variety.” 

The  amended  regulation  is  the  same, 
other  than  the  effective  period  thereof, 
as  extant  §  917.435  (Pear  Regulation  4; 
39  FR  24625)  effective  pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  917,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
917),  regulating  the  handling  of  fresh 
pears,  plumbs,  and  peaches  grown  in 
California.  The  program  is  effective  un¬ 
der  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674).  The  amended  regulation  was 
unanimously  recommended  by  the  Pear 
Commodity  Committee  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  said  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order.  The  action  is  necessary 
to  assure  that  the  pears  shipped  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  of  suitable  quality  and  size  in 
the  interest  of  consumers  and  producers. 

Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  July  17,  1974  (39  FR 
26159) ,  that  the  Department  was  giving 
consideration  to  a  proposal  to  amend 
§  917.435  to  extend  the  effective  period 
thereof  from  August  20,  1974,  through 
July  31,  1975.  This  notice  allowed  inter¬ 
ested  persons  until  July  31,  1974,  to 
submit  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  for  consideration  relative  to  such 
proposed  extension.  No  such  material 
was  received. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented,  including  the  pro¬ 
posal  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice, 
the  recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Pear  Commodity  Com¬ 
mittee,  established  under  said  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order,  and  other 
available  information,  it  is  hereby  found 
that  the  limitation  of  handling  of  such 
pears,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  amendment  until  30 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (5  U.S.C.  553)  in  that  (1)  ship¬ 
ments  of  such  pears  are  in  progress  and 
are  expected  to  continue  on  and  after  the 
expiration  date  of  the  existing  regula¬ 
tion  and  such  regulation  should  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  all  shipments  made  during  the 
season  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act;  (2)  the  regu¬ 
latory  requirements  are  the  same  as 
those  currently  in  effect;  and  (3)  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  amended  regulation 
will  not  require  any  special  preparation 
on  the  part  of  the  persons  subject 
thereto  which  cannot  be  completed  by 
the  effective  time  hereof. 
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Order.  The  provisions  of  $  917.435(a) 
preceding  subparagraph  (1)  thereof  are 
hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  917.435  Pear  Regulation  4. 

Order,  (a)  During  the  period  July  6, 
1974,  through  July  31,  1975,  no  handler 
shall  ship: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674) ) 

Dated,  August  9, 1974,  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  August  19,  1974. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlttnd, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Divison,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-18696  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


[Pear  Reg.  13] 

PART  927— BEURRE  D’ANJOU,  BEURRE 
BOSC,  WINTER  NELIS,  DOYENNE  DU 
COMICE,  BEURRE  EASTER,  AND 
BEURRE  CLAIRGEAU  VARIETIES  OF 
PEARS  GROWN  IN  OREGON,  WASHING¬ 
TON,  AND  CALIFORNIA 

Regulation  by  Grades  and  Sizes 

This  regulation  prescribes  the  grade 
and  size  requirements  for  the  Beurre 
D’Anjou,  Beurre  Bose,  Winter  Nells,  and 
Doyenne  du  Comice  varieties  of  winter 
pears  shipped  from  Oregon,  Washington, 
and  California,  during  the  period  Au¬ 
gust  15, 1974,  through  September  30, 1974. 

Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  Order  No.  927, 
as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  927  ;  39  FR 
26714),  which  regulate  the  handling  of 
Beurre  D’Anjou,  Beurre  Bose,  Winter 
Nelis,  Doyenne  du  Comice,  Beurre 
Easter,  and  Beurre  Clairgeau  varieties  of 
pears  grown  in  Oregon,  Washington,  and 
California,  effective  under  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon  the  basis  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Control 
Committee,  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  marketing  agreement  and  order, 
and  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  regulation  of  cer¬ 
tain  specified  varieties  of  winter  pears,  as 
hereinafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  This  regulation  is  based  upon  an 
appraisal  of  the  current  and  prospective 
crop  and  marketing  conditions  for  winter 
pears.  The  committee  estimates  that  6.9 
million  boxes  of  winter  pears  will  be 
packed  under  regulation  as  compared  to 
6.2  million  boxes  of  such  pears  in  1973 
and  4.5  million  boxes  in  1972.  Shipments 
of  winter  pears  from  the  production  area 
are  expected  to  begin  on  or  about  Au¬ 
gust  15, 1974.  The  grade  and  size  require¬ 
ments  hereinafter  provided  are  designed 
to  prevent  the  handling,  from  August  15, 
through  September  TO,  1974,  of  any 
Beurre  D’Anjou,  Beurre  Bose,  Doyenne 
du  Comice,  or  Winter  Nelis  varieties  of 
winter  pears  of  lower  grades  and  smaller 
sizes  than  hereinafter  specified  so  as  to 
provide  consumers  with  good  quality 
fruit,  consistent  with  the  overall  quality 


of  the  crop,  while  improving  returns  to 
the  producers  pursuant  to  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act. 

In  addition  to  the  basic  grade  and  size 
requirements  specified  for  Beurre 
D’Anjou,  Beurre  Bose,  and  Doyenne  du 
Comice  pears,  the  regulation  permits  the 
handling  of  such  pears  bearing  limited 
damage  from  skin  punctures,  however, 
this  reduction  in  market  desirability 
would  be  offset  by  the  requirement  that 
any  pears  thus  affected  be  of  a  specified 
higher  grade  and  larger  size. 

The  requirement  that  the  core  tem¬ 
perature  of  Beurre  D’Anjou  pears  grown 
in  the  Oregon  and  Washington  Districts 
and  shipped  prior  to  October  15,  1974, 
must  have  been  lowered  to  35°  F.  or  less 
prior  to  shipment  is  designed  to  assure 
proper  ripening  of  such  pears. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule- 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  regulation  until  30 
days  after  publication  thereof  in  the 
Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C.  553)  in  that, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth,  the  time  inter¬ 
vening  between  the  date  when  informa¬ 
tion  upon  which  this  regulation  is  based 
became  available  and  the  time  when  this 
regulation  must  become  effective  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act  is  insufficient;  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  not  later  than  Au¬ 
gust  15,  1974.  A  reasonable  determina¬ 
tion  as  to  supply  of,  and  the  demand  for, 
winter  pears  must  await  the  development 
of  the  crop  thereof,  and  adequate  infor¬ 
mation  thereon  was  not  available  to  the 
Control  Committee  until  July  8,  1974, 
on  which  date  an  open  meeting  was  held, 
after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  con¬ 
sider  the  need  for,  and  the  extent  of, 
regulations  of  shipments  of  such  pears. 
Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for  reg¬ 
ulation  during  the  period  specified  here¬ 
in  were  promptly  submitted  to  the  De¬ 
partment  after  such  meeting  was  held; 
shipments  of  the  current  crop  of  such 
pears  are  expected  to  begin  on  or  about 
August  15,  1974;  this  regulation  should 
be  applicable  to  all  such  shipments  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act;  the  provisions  of  this  regulation 
are  identical  with  the  aforesaid  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  committee,  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  such  provisions  and  ef¬ 
fective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  pears;  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  provisions  of  this  regu¬ 
lation  will  not  require  of  handlers  any 
preparation  therefor  which  cannot  be 
completed  by  the  effective  time  hereof. 

§  927.313  Pear  Regulation  13. 

Order,  (a)  During  the  period  August  15. 
1974,  through  September  30,  1974, 

no  handler  shall  ship  any  of  the  follow¬ 


ing  varieties  of  pears  which  do  not  meet 
the  requirements  hereinafter  specified. 

(1)  Beurre  D’Anjou  pears  shall  grade 
at  least  U.S.  No.  1  and  shall  be  not 
smaller  than  180  size:  Provided,  That 
pears  of  such  variety  which  grade  at  least 
U.S.  No.  2  may  be  shipped  if  they  are  not 
smaller  than  165  size:  Provided  further. 
That  pears  of  such  variety  which  bear 
unhealed  skin  punctures  not  exceeding 
3/16  of  an  inch  in  diameter  may  be 
shipped  if  they  otherwise  grade  at  least 
U.S.  No.  1  and  are  not  smaller  than  135 
size. 

(2)  Beurre  D’Anjou  pears  shipped 
from  the  Medford,  Hood  River-White 
Salmon-Underwood,  Wenatchee,  and 
Yakima  Districts  prior  to  September  30, 
1974,  shall  have  an  appropriate  certifica¬ 
tion  by  the  Federal-State  Inspection 
Service,  issued  prior  to  shipment,  show¬ 
ing  that  the  core  temperature  of  such 
pears  has  been  lowered  to  35°  Fahrenheit 
or  less; 

(3)  Beurre  Bose  pears  shall  grade  at 
least  U.S.  No.  1  and  shall  be  of  a  size  not 
smaller  than  195  size:  Provided,  That 
pears  of  such  variety  which  grade  at  least 
U.S.  No.  2  may  be  shipped  if  they  are  of 
a  size  not  smaller  than  180  size  :  Provided 
further,  That  pears  of  such  variety  which 
bear  unhealed  skin  punctures  not  exceed¬ 
ing  3/16  of  an  inch  in  diameter  may  be 
shipped  if  they  otherwise  grade  at  least 
U.S.  No.  1  and  are  of  a  size  not  smaller 
than  135  size; 

(4)  Doyenne  du  Comice  pears  shall  be 
of  a  size  not  smaller  than  165  size  and 
shall  grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  2:  Provided, 
That  pears  of  such  variety  which  bear 
unhealed  skin  punctures  not  exceeding 
3/16  of  an  inch  in  diameter  may  be 
shipped  if  they  otherwise  grade  at  least 
U.S.  No.  1  and  are  of  a  size  not  smaller 
than  135  size;  and 

(5)  Winter  Nelis  pears  shall  be  of  a 
size  not  smaller  than  195  size  and  shall 
grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  2. 

(b)  During  the  aforesaid  period,  each 
handler  may  ship  on  any  one  conveyance 
up  to,  but  not  to  exceed,  200  standard 
western  pear  boxes  of  any  variety  of 
pears,  or  an  equivalent  quantity  of  pears 
in  other  containers  computed  by  weight 
to  the  nearest  5  pounds,  without  regard 
to  the  inspection  requirements  of 
§  927.60(a),  under  the  following  condi¬ 
tions: 

(1)  Each  handler  desiring  to  make 
shipment  of  pears  pursuant  to  this  sub- 
paragraph  shall  first  apply  to  the  com¬ 
mittee,  on  forms  furnished  by  the  com¬ 
mittee,  for  permission  to  make  such 
shipments.  At  the  time  of  any  such  ship¬ 
ment  the  handler  shall  report  to  the 
committee,  on  forms  supplied  by  the 
committee,  the  car  or  truck  number  and 
the  destination  of  the  shipment. 

(2)  On  the  basis  of  such  individual 
reports  the  committee  shall  require  spot 
check  inspection  of  such  shipments. 

(c)  When  used  herein,  “U.S.  No.  1" 
and  “U.S.  No.  2”  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  the  United 
States  Standards  for  Winter  Pears  such 
as  Anjou,  Bose,  Winter  Nelis,  Comice,  and 
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Other  Similar  Varieties  (7  CFR  51.1300- 
51.1323) ;  “135  size,”  “165  size,”  “180  size,” 
and  “195  size”  shall  mean  that  the  pears 
of  such  designated  sizes  will  pack,  in 
accordance  with  the  sizing  and  packing 
specifications  of  a  standard  pack  as 
specified  in  said  United  States  Standards, 
135,  165,  180,  or  195  pears,  respectively, 
in  a  standard  western  pear  box  (inside 
dimensions  18  inches  long  by  liy2 
inches  wide  by  8 14  inches  deep) ;  and,  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  specified,  all  other 
terms  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  the  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674) ) 

Dated:  August  9, 1974. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-18642  FUed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  X— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  MILK),  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

[Milk  Order  No.  30] 

PART  1030— MILK  IN  THE  CHICAGO 
REGIONAL  MARKETING  AREA 

Temporaiy  Revision  of  Shipping  Percentage 

This  temporary  revision  Is  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and 
the  provisions  of  §  1030.7(b)(6)  of  the 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  In 
the  Chicago  Regional  marketing  area. 

Notice  of  proposed  rule  making  was 
published  In  the  Federal  Register  (39 
FR  27689)  concerning  a  proposed  de¬ 
crease  In  the  supply  plant  shipping  per¬ 
centage  for  the  month  of  August  1974. 
Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  file  written,  data,  views,  and 
arguments  thereon. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant  ma¬ 
terial,  Including  the  proposal  set  forth 
In  the  aforesaid  notice,  data,  views,  and 
arguments  filed  thereon,  and  other  avail¬ 
able  Information,  It  Is  hereby  found  and 
determined  that  for  the  month  of  Au¬ 
gust  1974  the  supply  plant  shipping  per¬ 
centage  of  30  percent  set  forth  In 
i  1030.7(b)  (4)  shall  be  decreased  to  20 
percent  and  In  i  1030.7(b)  (7)  (ill)  the 
shipping  requirement  of  15  percent  ap¬ 
plicable  to  each  plant  In  a  unit  of  two 
or  more  plants  shall  be  decreased  to 
10  percent. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1030.7 
(b)(6)  the  supply  plant  shipping  per¬ 
centages  set  forth  in  §  1030.7(b)  (4)  and 
§  1030.7(b)  (7)  (iii)  shall  be  Increased  or 
decreased  by  up  to  10  percentage  points 
during  the  months  of  August-March,  if 
necessary  to  obtain  needed  shipments  or 
to  prevent  uneconomic  shipments. 

Fourteen  cooperative  associations, 
which  represent  most  of  the  producers 
supplying  the  Chicago  Regional  market, 
three  proprietary  handlers,  and  a  trade 
association  of  processing  plants  In  Wis- 
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consin  state  that  the  supply  plant  ship¬ 
ping  percentage  should  be  decreased  for 
August  1974  to  prevent  uneconomic  ship¬ 
ments  of  milk.  Most  such  cooperatives 
and  plant  operators  urge  that  the  amount 
of  such  decrease  should  be  10  percentage 
points  for  the  basic  30  percent  shipping 
requirement  and  5  percentage  points 
with  respect  to  the  15  percent  shipping 
requirement  for  any  plant  that  is  part  of 
a  supply  plant  unit. 

In  support  of  this  temporary  change 
such  cooperatives  and  plant  operators 
state  that  producer  milk  receipts  are  up 
and  Class  I  sales  are  down,  so  that  a 
smaller  than  normal  percentage  of  the 
market’s  milk  supply  is  needed  at  dis¬ 
tributing  plants  to  fulfill  fluid  milk  re¬ 
quirements. 

One  handler  who  operates  two  dis¬ 
tributing  plants  and  three  supply  plants 
estimates  that  for  August  1974  receipts  of 
milk  at  its  supply  plants  will  be  up  6 
percent  and  its  Class  I  sales  will  be  off 
5  percent  compared  to  August  1973. 

To  fulfill  their  fluid  milk  requirements, 
distributing  plants  obtain  a  major  por¬ 
tion  of  their  milk  supplies  from  supply 
plants,  since  about  80  percent  of  the 
market’s  milk  supply  is  assembled  at 
supply  plants.  A  large  proportion  of  the 
milk  assembled  at  supply  plants,  how¬ 
ever,  is  not  needed  at  distributing  plants 
since  sales  of  fluid  milk  products  amount 
to  less  than  half  of  the  market’s  milk 
supply  in  any  month. 

The  proportion  of  supply  plant  milk 
shipped  to  distributing  plants  during  the 
month  of  August  has  ranged  between  36.7 
and  41.2  percent  the  past  four  years.  For 
the  past  few  months  Class  I  sales  volume 
has  been  somewhat  less  than  In  corre¬ 
sponding  months  of  prior  years,  m  June 
1974,  for  Instance,  Class  I  sales  amounted 
to  236  million  pounds  compared  to  260 
million  pounds  in  June  1973.  Moreover, 
receipts  of  producer  milk  on  the  market 
increased  in  June  1974  compared  to  June 
1973.  June  1974  was  the  first  month  that 
milk  receipts  increased  over  the  corres¬ 
ponding  month  the  prior  year  since  Octo¬ 
ber  1972. 

This  recent  development  of  lower  Class 
I  sales  and  higher  receipts  of  producer 
milk  indicates  that  a  significantly  lower 
proportion  of  supply  plant  milk  will  need 
to  be  shipped  to  distributing  plants  this 
August  than  in  such  month  of  prior  years. 

A  reduction  in  the  required  shipments 
of  supply  plant  milk  during  the  month  of 
August  will  allow  greater  flexibility  in 
obtaining  milk  as  among  supply  plants 
in  the  market  and  may  prevent  un¬ 
economic  movements  of  milk  merely  for 
purposes  of  pool  plant  qualification. 

It  is  concluded  that  it  is  necessary  to 
reduce  the  pool  supply  plant  shipping 
percentages  as  specified  hereinbefore  for 
the  month  of  August  1974  to  prevent  un¬ 
economic  shipments. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that 
thirty  days’  notice  of  the  effective  date 
hereof  is  impractical,  unnecessary  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  in  that; 

(a)  This  temporary  revision  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  reflect  current  marketing  condi¬ 
tions  and  to  maintain  orderly  marketing 
conditions  in  the  marketing  area  in  that 
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during  August  1974  it  will  prevent  un¬ 
economic  shipments  to  pool  distributing 
plants; 

(b)  This  temporary  revision  does  not 
require  of  persons  affected  substantial  or 
extensive  preparation  prior  to  the  effec¬ 
tive  date;  and 

(c)  Notice  of  proposed  rule  making  was 
given  interested  parties  and  they  were 
afforded  opportunity  to  file  written  data, 
views  or  arguments  concerning  this 
temporary  revision. 

Therefore,  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  this  temporary  revision  effective  for 
the  month  of  August  1974. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  the  afore¬ 
said  provisions  of  the  order  are  hereby 
revised  for  August  1974. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674) ) 

Effective  date:  August  14,  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
August  9,  1974. 

H.  L.  Forest, 
Director,  Dairy  Division. 

[FR  Doc.74-18697  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Milk  Order  No.  131] 

PART  1131— MILK  IN  THE  CENTRAL 
ARIZONA  MARKETING  AREA 

Order  Suspending  Certain  Provisions 

This  order  of  suspension  is  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) ,  and  of 
the  order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Central  Arizona  marketing  area. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that 
for  the  month  of  August  1974,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  provisions  of  the  order  do  not 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  Act: 

1.  Subparagraph  (1)  of  5  1131.13(c) 
in  its  entirety. 

Statement  of  consideration.  This  ac¬ 
tion  will  continue  the  suspension  of  cer¬ 
tain  provisions  that  provide  that  not 
more  than  eight  days’  production  of  any 
producer  may  be  diverted  to  a  nonpool 
plant  from  a  pool  plant  during  the 
month.  The  suspension,  which  was  in 
effect  since  June,  expired  July  31,  1974 
(39  FR  23046). 

Continuation  of  the  suspension  was  re¬ 
quested  by  the  cooperative  association 
that  supplies  the  market  with  most  of 
the  milk  needed  for  fluid  use,  and  han¬ 
dles  the  bulk  of  reserve  supply  for  the 
market.  The  basis  for  the  request  is 
that  the  same  conditions  prevail  now, 
and  are  expected  to  prevail  through 
August  1974,  that  prompted  the  initial 
request.  An  increase  in  milk  production 
over  last  year,  coupled  with  a  prospective 
decline  in  Class  I  sales  will  make  it  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  cooperative  association  to 
receive  and  manufacture  more  milk  at 
its  plant  in  August  than  had  reasonably 
been  anticipated.  Unless  the  suspension 
is  continued,  a  substantial  quantity  of 
producer  milk  that  has  been  associated 
with  the  fluid  milk  needs  of  the  market 
would  lose  pool  status.  This  could  only 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  1 58— WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  14,  1974 


29172 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


contribute  to  disorderly  marketing  con¬ 
ditions  for  the  Central  Arizona  area. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  suspension  pro¬ 
vided  herein  for  the  month  of  August 
1974  will  assure  the  continued  orderly 
disposition  of  milk  for  the  market. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that 
thirty  days’  notice  of  the  effective  date 
hereof  is  impractical,  unnecessary  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  in  that: 

(a)  This  suspension  is  necessary  to  re¬ 
flect  current  marketing  conditions  and 
to  maintain  orderly  marketing  conditions 
in  the  marketing  area; 

(b)  The  suspension  does  not  require  of 
persons  affected  substantial  or  extensive 
preparation  prior  to  the  effective  date; 
and 

(c)  An  identical  suspension  was  in 
effect  since  June  1974  but  expired  July  31, 
1974.  This  action  is  necessary  to  assure 
that  relatively  heavy  supplies  of  reserve 
milk  will  continue  to  be  marketed  in  an 
orderly  manner. 

Therefore,  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  this  order  effective  August  14,  1974. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  the  afore¬ 
said  provisions  of  the  order  are  hereby 
suspended  for  the  month  of  August  1974. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  8tat.  81,  as  amended  (7  TJ.S.C. 
601-674) ) 

Effective  date:  August  14, 1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on:  Au¬ 
gust  8, 1974. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-1 8641  Piled  8-18-74; 8: 45  am] 


Title  9 — Animals  and  Animal  Products 

CHAPTER  I— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  D— EXPORTATION  AND  IMPORTA¬ 
TION  OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY) 
AND  ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

PART  97— OVERTIME  SERVICES  RELAT¬ 
ING  TO  IMPORTS  AND  EXPORTS 

Commuted  Traveltime  Allowances 
On  January  26,  1973,  9  CFR  97.2  was 
amended  (38  FR  2442)  to  add  Sheboy¬ 
gan  Falls,  Wisconsin  (when  served  from 
Milwaukee  and  Ripon,  Wisconsin)  as 
four  hours  outside  metropolitan  area. 
The  commuted  traveltime  allowance  for 
this  designation  was  previously  six  hours 
outside  metropolitan  area  and  was  inad¬ 
vertently  not  removed,  therefore,  the 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  delete 
Sheboygan  Falls,  Wisconsin  (served  from 
Milwaukee  and  Ripon,  Wisconsin)  from 
the  six  hours  outside  metropolitan  area 
category. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  conferred 
upon  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Veter¬ 
inary  Services,  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service  by  8  97.1  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  concerning  overtime  services  re¬ 
lating  to  imports  and  exports  (9  CFR 
97.1),  administrative  instructions  9  CFR 
97.2  (1974  ed.),  as  amended  January  4, 
1974  (39  FR  999),  January  18,  1974  (39 
FR  2265),  March  18.  1974  (39  FR  10115), 
April  4,  1974  (39  FR  12252),  June  5, 
1974  (39  FR  19940),  and  June  25,  1974 
(39  FR  22942) ,  prescribing  the  commuted 


traveltime  that  shall  be  Included  in  each 
period  of  overtime  or  holiday  duty,  is 
hereby  amended  by  deleting  from  the  re¬ 
spective  list  as  follows: 

§  97.2  [Amended] 

Outside  Metropolitan  Area 
six  HOURS 

1.  Delete  Sheboygan  Palls,  Wisconsin  (served 
from  Milwaukee  and  Ripon,  Wisconsin). 

(64  Stat.  561;  7  US.C.  2260.) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  August  14, 
1974. 

It  is  to  the  benefit  of  the  public  that 
this  instruction  be  made  effective  at  the 
earliest  practicable  date.  It  does  not  ap¬ 
pear  that  public  participation  in  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  would  make  ad¬ 
ditional  relevant  Information  available 
to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553, 
it  is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice 
and  public  procedure  on  this  instruction 
are  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  it  effective  on 
or  before  September  13,  1974. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th  day 
of  August  1974. 

F.  W.  Hansen,  Jr. 
Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services,  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

[FR  Doc .74-18700  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  13953;  Arndt.  No.  829] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

Recent  Changes  and  Additions 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  regulations  Incorpo¬ 
rates  by  reference  therein  changes  and 
additions  to  the  Standard  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures  (SIAPs)  that  were 
recently  adopted  by  the  Administrator 
to  promote  safety  at  the  airports  con¬ 
cerned. 

The  complete  SIAPs  for  the  changes 
and  additions  covered  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  described  in  FAA  Forms  3139, 
8260-3,  8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a 
part  of  the  public  rule  making  dockets 
of  the  FAA  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  set  forth  in  Amendment  No.  97- 
696  (35  FR  5609). 

SIAPs  are  available  for  examination 
at  the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  Na¬ 
tional  Flight  Data  Center,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washirigton,  D.C.  20591. 
Copies  of  SIAPs  adopted  in  a  particular 
region  are  also  available  for  examination 
at  the  headquarters  of  that  region.  In¬ 
dividual  copies  of  SIAPs  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  FAA  Public  Document 
Inspection  Facility,  HQ-405,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue,  SW,  Washington, 
D.C.  20591  or  from  the  applicable  FAA 


regional  office  in  accordance  with  the 
fee  schedule  prescribed  in  49  CFR  7.85. 
This  fee  is  payable  in  advance  and  may 
be  paid  by  check,  draft  or  postal  money 
order  payable  to  the  Treasurer  of  the 
United  States.  A  weekly  transmittal  of 
all  SLAP  changes  and  additions  may  be 
obtained  by  subscription  at  an  annual 
rate  of  $150.00  per  annum  from  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Gov¬ 
ernment  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402.  Additional  copies  mailed  to 
the  same  address  may  be  ordered  for 
$30.00  each. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
Immediate  adoption  of  this  amendment, 

I  find  that  further  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  is  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  it  effective 
in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
Part  97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended  as  follows,  effective 
on  the  dates  specified: 

1.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  VOR-VOR/DME  SIAPs,  effective 
September  26, 1794. 

[Baltimore,  Md. — Baltimore-Washlngton  Inti. 

Arpt.,  VOR/DME  Rwy  16R,  Arndt.  3 
Baltimore.  Md. — Baltimore  Washington  Inti. 

Arpt.,  VOR/DME  Rwy  22,  Arndt.  2 
Baltimore,  Md. — Baltimore  Washington  Inti. 

Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  10,  Arndt.  9 
Baltimore.  Md. — Baltimore  Washington  Inti. 

Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  28,  Amdt  13 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa — Cedar  Rapids  Munici¬ 
pal  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  8,  Amdt.  11 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa — Cedar  Rapids  Munici¬ 
pal  Arpt,  VOR  Rwy  26,  Amdt.  6 
Lincoln,  Ill. — Logan  County  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy 
3,  Orlg. 

Lincoln,  Ill. — Logan  County  Arpt,  VOR/ 
DME  Rwy  3,  Amdt  3,  canceled 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. — Los  Angeles  Inti.  Arpt, 
VOR  Rwy  7L/R,  Amdt.  10 
Muscle  Shoals,  Ala. — Muscle  Shoals  Arpt, 
VOR  Rwy  28.  Amdt.  22 
Newport,  R.I. — Newport  State  Arpt,  VOR/ 
DME  Rwy  16,  Orlg. 

Newport,  R.I. — Newport  State  Arpt,  VOR 
Rwy  16,  Orlg. 

Rapid  City,  SD. — Rapid  City  Regional  Arpt, 
VORTAC  Rwy  14,  Amdt.  8 
Rapid  City,  8.D. — Rapid  City  Regional  Arpt, 
VOR  Rwy  32,  Amdt.  17 

•  •  *  effective  August  15, 1974 

Honolulu,  Hawaii — Honolulu  IntL  Arpt, 
VOR  Rwy  8  (TAC).  Amdt.  9 

•  *  *  effective  August  6, 1974 

Westland,  Mich. — National  Arpt,  VOR-A, 
Amdt.  2 

•  •  *  effective  August  2,  1974 

Fresno,  Calif. — Fresno  Air  Terminal,  VOR 
Rwy  11L,  Amdt.  6 

2.  Section  97.25  is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  SDF-LOC-LDA  SIAPs,  effective 
September  26, 1974. 

Baltimore,  Md. — Baltimore-Washlngton  Inti. 

Arpt,  LOC  (BC)  Rwy  33L,  Amdt.  2 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa — Cedar  Rapids  Munici¬ 
pal  Arpt,  LOC  (BC)  Rwy  26,  Amdt.  1 
Jacksonville,  Fla. — Jacksonville  Inti.  Arpt, 
LOC  (BC)  Rwy  25,  Amdt.  2,  canceled 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. — Los  Angeles  Inti.  Arpt, 
LOC  (BC)  Rwy  6L.  Amdt.  5 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. — Los  Angeles  Inti.  Arpt, 
LOC  (BC)  Rwy  7R,  Amdt.  9 
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Rapid  City,  S.D.— Rapid  City  Regional  Arpt., 

LOC  (BC)  Rwy  14.  Arndt.  S 
San  Juan,  PJR. — Puerto  Rico  Inti.  Arpt, 
LOC  (BC)  Rwy  25.  Amdt.  4 
San  Juan.  PR. — Puerto  Rico  Inti.  Arpt, 
LOC  Rwy  10.  Orlg. 

•  *  •  effective  September  19,1974 

West  Palm  Beach,  PI  a. — Palm  Beach  Inti. 
Arpt,  LOC  (BC)  Rwy  27B,  Amdt.  6 

*  •  *  effective  September  12, 1974 

Chicago,  Ill. — Chicago  O'Hare  Inti.  Arpt, 
LOC  Rwy  4L,  Amdt.  9 

*  *  *  effective  September  5.  1974 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah— Salt  Lake  City  Inti. 
Arpt,  LOC  (BC)  Rwy  16R,  Amdt.  11,  can¬ 
celed 

•  *  *  effective  August  29,  1974 

Albany,  N.T.— Albany  County  Arpt,  LOC 
(BC)  Rwy  1,  Amdt.  3,  canceled 

3.  Section  97.27  Is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  NDB/ADF  CIAPs,  effective  Sep¬ 
tember  26. 1974. 

Aiken,  S.C. — Aiken  Municipal  Arpt,  NOB- A, 
Amdt.  2 

Arlington,  Tenn. — Arlington  Municipal  Arpt, 
NDB  Rwy  16,  Amdt.  1 

Arlington,  Tenn. — Arlington  Municipal  Arpt, 
NDB  Rwy  33,  Amdt.  1 

Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa — Cedar  Rapids  Municipal 
Arpt,  NDB  Rwy  8,  Amdt.  4 
Cincinnati,  Ohio — Cincinnati  Muni  Arpt. 

Lunken  Field,  NDB  Rwy  2QL,  Amdt.  5 
Jacksonville.  Fla. — Jacksonville  Inti.  Arpt, 
NDB  Rwy  7,  Amdt.  4 

Los  Angeles,  Call!. — Los  Angeles  Inti.  Arpt, 
NDB  Rwy  25L,  Amdt.  37 
Louisville,  Ky. — Bowman  Field,  NDB  Rwy  32, 
Amdt.  8 

*  *  •  effective  September  19.  1974 

West  Palm  Beach,  Fla. — Palm  Beach  Inti. 
Arpt,  NDB  Rwy  9L,  Amdt.  12 

*  *  •  effective  September  12.  1974 

Chicago,  Ill. — Chicago  O'Hara  Inti.  Arpt, 
NDB  Rwy  4L,  Amdt.  8 

*  •  *  effective  September  5,  1974 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah — Salt  Lake  City  Inti. 
Arpt,  NDB  Rwy  34L,  Amdt.  6,  canceled 

*  •  *  effective  August  29,  1974 

Jacksboro,  Tenn. — Campbell  County  Arpt, 
NDB  Rwy  23,  Orlg. 

*  *  *  effective  August  22, 1974 

Watertown,  S.D. — Watertown  Municipal 

Arpt,  NDB  Rwy  35,  Orlg. 

4.  Section  97.29  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  ILS  SIAPs,  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  26,1974. 

Baltimore,  Md. — Baltlmore-Washington  Inti. 

Arpt,  ILS  Rwy  10,  Amdt.  4 
Baltimore,  Md. — Baltlmore-Washington  Inti. 

Arpt,  ILS  Rwy  15R,  Amdt.  6 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa — Cedar  Rapids  Municipal 
Arpt,  ILS  Rwy  8,  Amdt.  8 
Cincinnati,  Ohio — Cincinnati  Muni  Arpt. 

Lunken  Field,  ILS  Rwy  20L.  Amdt.  6 
Jacksonville,  Fla. — Jacksonville  Inti.  Arpt, 
ILS  Rwy  7,  Amdt.  4 

Los  Angeles,  Calif. — Los  Angeles  Inti.  Arpt, 
ILS  Rwy  6R,  Amdt.  3 

Los  Angeles,  Calif. — Los  Angeles  Inti.  Arpt. 
ILS  Rwy  7L,  Amdt.  10 

Los  Angeles,  Calif. — Los  Angeles  Inti.  Arpt. 
ILS  Rwy  24L/R,  Amdt.  6 


Los  Angeles,  Calif. — Los  Angeles  Inti.  Arpt, 

ILS  Rwy  25L/R,  Amdt.  8  - 
Rapid  City,  S.D. — Rapid  City  Regional  Arpt, 

ILS  Rwy  32,  Amdt.  7 

*  •  *  effective  September  19,  1974 

West  Palm  Beach,  Fla. — Palm  Beach  Inti. 
Arpt,  ILS  Rwy  9L,  Amdt.  14 

*  *  *  effective  September  5,  1974 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah— Salt  Lake  City  Inti. 
Arpt,  ILS  Rwy  34L,  Amdt.  30 

*  *  *  effective  August  29.  1974 

Albany,  N.Y. — Albany  County  Arpt,  ILS  Rwy 
1,  Orig. 

*  *  *  effective  August  22,  1974 

Watertown,  S.D. — Watertown  Municipal 

Arpt,  ILS  Rwy  35,  Amdt.  2 

5.  Section  97.31  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RNAV  SIAPs,  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  26, 1974. 

Baltimore,  Md. — Baltlmore-Washington  Inti. 

Arpt,  RADAR-1,  Amdt.  5 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa — Cedar  Rapids  Municipal 
Arpt,  RADAR-1,  Orlg. 

*  *  *  effective  September  19,  1974 

West  Palm  Beach,  Fla. — Palm  Beach  Inti. 
Arpt,  RADAR-1,  Amdt.  3 

6.  Section  97.33  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RNAV  SIAPs,  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  26,1974. 

Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa — Cedar  Rapids  Municipal 
Arpt,  RNAV  Rwy  13,  Orig. 

Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa — Cedar  Rapids  Municipal 
Arpt,  RNAV  Rwy  26,  Amdt.  1 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa — Cedar  Rapids  Municipal 
Arpt,  RNAV  Rwy  31.  Orig. 

Dubuque,  Iowa — Dubuque  Municipal  Arpt, 
RNAV  Rwy  36,  Orig. 

Goodland,  Kans. — Renner  Field  (Goodland 
Municipal  Arpt.) ,  RNAV  Rwy  12,  Orig. 

*  *  *  effective  September  19.  1974 

West  Palm  Beach,  Fla. — Palm  Beach  Inti. 
Arpt,  RNAV  Rwy  13,  Amdt.  1 

(Secs.  307,  313,  601,  1110,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  9958;  (49  U.S.C.  1438, 1354, 1421, 1510) ; 
sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Transportation  Act, 
(49  UJS.C.  1655(c)  and  5  UB.C.  552(a)  (1) ) ) 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C,  on  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1974. 

James  M.  Vines, 

Chief. 

Aircraft  Programs  Division. 

Note:  Incorporation  by  reference  pro¬ 
visions  in  §S  97.10  and  97.20  (35  FR  5610) 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  12,  1969. 

{FR  Doc.74-18606  Filed  8-13-74; 8: 45  am] 


Title  19 — Customs  Duties 

CHAPTER  I — U.S.  CUSTOMS  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

[T.D.  74-218] 

PART  159— LIQUIDATION  OF  DUTIES 
Tomato  Products  From  Greece;  Correction 

Treasury  Decision  74-65,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  February  20, 
1974  (39  FR  6516),  gave  notice  of  the 
imposition  of  countervailing  duties  on 
tomato  products  from  Greece, 


At  the  beginning  of  the  document  as 
it  appears  in  the  Federal  Register,  the 
reference,  “Part  16”,  is  corrected  to  read 
“Part  159”.  In  addition,  the  first  sentence 
of  the  last  paragraph  is  corrected  to  read 
as  follows;  “The  table  in  $  159.47(f)  of 
the  Customs  Regulations  is  amended  by 
inserting  after  the  line  reading  ‘Greece- 
Tomato  products’,  the  number  of  this 
Treasury  Decision  (74-65),  under  the 
number  72-88  in  the  column  headed 
‘Treasury  Decision’  and  the  words  ‘De¬ 
clared  Rates’  under  the  words  ‘Bounty 
Declared — Rate’  in  the  column  headed 
‘Action’  **.  v 

[seal!  Vernon  D.  Acree, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved :  August  8, 1974. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

{FR  Doc.74-18564  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  amj 
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Title  23 — Highways 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

SUBCHAPTER  G— ENGINEERING  AND 
TRAFFIC  OPERATIONS 

PART  630— PRECONSTRUCTION 
PROCEDURES 

Subpart  F — Federal  Participation  -in  Cost  of  . 
Disposal  of  Existing  Highway  Bridges 

Chapter  I  of  Title  23,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  a 
new  Subpart  F,  Part  630  as  set  forth 
below.  Subparts  A,  B,  C,  D,  and  E  of  Part 
630  are  reserved  for  future  issuances. 
Subpart  F  codifies  policies  and  proce¬ 
dures  contained  in  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration’s  Policy  and  Procedure 
Memorandum  21-14.2. 

In  that  this  material  relates  to  a  grant- 
in-aid  program,  provisions  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553) 
requiring  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking, 
opportunity  for  public  participation,  and 
delay  in  effective  date  are  inapplicable. 

These  regulations  are  issued  under  the 
authority  of  23  U.S.C.  315  and  the  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority  in  49  CFR  1.48(b) . 

Effective  date;  August  6, 1974. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au-  1 
gust  6, 1974. 

Norbert  T.  Tiemann, 

Federal  Highway  Administrator. 

Part  630  of  Title  23  is  amended  by 

adding  a  new  Subpart  F  as  follows: 

Sec. 

630.601  Purpose. 

630.602  Definitions. 

630.603  Policy. 

630.604  AppUc&tion. 

630.605  Material  Assigned  to  Contractor. 

630.606  Material  Retained  by  State. 

Authority;  (23  UJ3.C.  315),  49  CFR 
1.48(b). 

§  630.601.  Purpose. 

To  prescribe  the  policies  and  proce¬ 
dures  governing  the  extent  of  Federal- 
aid  participation  in  the  cost  of  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  existing  highway  bridges. 


No.  158— Pt.  I- 
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5  630.602.  Definition*.  * 

<a>  The  term  "Division  Engineer’’ 
means  the  Chief  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministration  official  assigned  to  conduct 
Federal  Highway  Administration  busi¬ 
ness  in  a  particular  State,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  or  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico. 

(b)  The  term  ‘‘contractor’’  means  the 
highway  construction  contractor  who  is 
party  to  the  highway  contract. 

§  630.603.  Policy. 

When  it  is  determined  by  a  State  high¬ 
way  department  and  approved  by  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration  Divi¬ 
sion  Engineer  that  a  Federal-aid  proj¬ 
ect  is  to  include  the  disposal  of  an  ex¬ 
isting  highway  bridge,  the  manner  of 
such  disposal  is  to  be  set  forth  in  the 
specifications  and  the  bid  schedule  is  to 
include  one  or  more  separate  pay  items 
for  the  related  work.  There  may  be  Fed¬ 
eral-aid  participation  in  the  costs  of  the 
separate  pay  item  or  items  as  outlined 
in  §§  630.604  or  630.605. 

§  630.604.  Applications. 

The  policies  and  procedures  pre¬ 
scribed  herein  apply  to  all  Federal-aid 
highway  projects  except  projects  con¬ 
structed  under  the  Secondary  Road 
Plan. 

§  630.603.  Material  Assigned  to  Con¬ 
tractor. 

When  the  contractor  is  assigned  the 
materials  of  an  existing  bridge  and  the 
responsibility  for  their  disposal,  there 
may  be  Federal-aid  participation  In  the 
costs  of  the  work  as  determined  by  the 
prices  bid  by  the  contractor. 

§  630.606.  Material  Retained  by  State. 

When  the  State  highway  department 
retains  ownership  of  the  materials  of  an 
existing  bridge  for  either  sale  or  future 
reuse,  there  may  be  Federal-aid  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  costs  of  dismantling  less 
the  value  of  salvaged  materials,  to  be 
determined  as  follows: 

(a)  The  Division  Engineer  and  the 
State  shall  agree  as  to  the  credit  the 
State  is  willing  to  give  the  project  as  the 
value  of  the  bridge  material  dismantled 
at  the  site  of  the  project.  This  agreement 
shall  be  reached  before  the  project  is  ad¬ 
vertised  for  bids. 

(b)  The  invitation  to  bid  shall  include 
an  item  for  dismantling  the  structure 
and  setting  aside  for  the  State’s  use  the 
material  for  which  a  value  was  deter¬ 
mined  as  stated  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section. 

IFR  Doc  74-18625  Piled  8-13-74; 8: 45  ami 


PART  650— BRIDGES,  STRUCTURES, 
AND  HYDRAULICS 

Subpart  D — Special  Bridge  Replacement 
Program 

Retitling  op  Part  650  and  Adoption  of 
New  Policies  and  Procedures 

The  Federal  Highway  Administration 
is  amending  Part  650,  Subchapter  G, 
Chapter  I  of  Title  23  CFR  by  retitling 
Part  650  and  by  adding  a  new  Subpart 
D  to  Part  650.  The  purpose  of  the  new 
subpart  is  to  prescribe  the  policies  and 
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procedures  that  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration  will  follow  in  adminis¬ 
tering  the  Special  Bridge  Replacement 
Program  established  by  23  U.S.C.  144. 
The  subpart  specifies  the  manner  in 
which,  and  the  conditions  upon  which. 
States  may  apply  for,  and  secure,  Fed¬ 
eral-aid  funds  for  the  replacement  of 
deficient  bridges  on  the  Federal-aid 
highway  systems. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Sub¬ 
chapter  G  of  Chapter  I  in  Title  23,  CFR 
is  amended  by  changing  the  title  of  Part 
650  to  read  “Bridges,  Structures,  and 
Hydraulics”  and  by  adding  to  Part  650 
a  new  Subpart  D,  reading  as  set  forth 
below. 

Since  these  amendments  involve  the 
administration  of  a  program  of  public 
grants-in-aid,  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  thereon  are  unnecessary,  and  they 
are  effective  on  the  date  of  issuance  set 
forth  below. 

These  amendments  are  issued  under 
the  authority  of  23  U.S.C.  144  and  315, 
and  the  delegation  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.48. 

Issued  on  August  7,  1974. 

Norbert  T.  Tiemann, 
Federal  Highway  Administrator. 

1.  Title  23  is  amended  by  revising  the 
heading  for  Part  650  to  read  as  set  forth 
above: 

2.  Part  650  is  amended  by  adding  new 
Subpart  D  as  follows: 

Sec. 

650.401  Scope  and  Purpose. 

650.402  Definition  of  Terms. 

650.403  Eligible  Projects. 

650.404  Application  for  Bridge  Replacement. 

650.405  Evaluation  and  Disposition  of  Ap¬ 

plications. 

650.406  Procedures  for  Bridge  Replacement 

Projects. 

650.407  Funding. 

650.408  Reporting. 

Authority:  23  U.S.C.  144  and  316,  and 
delegation  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.48. 

§  630.401  Scope  and  purpose.  t 

(a)  Scope.  The  rules  in  this  subpart 
prescribe  policies  and  outline  procedures 
fallowed  in  administering  the  Special 
Bridge  Replacement  Program. 

(b)  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Bridge  Replacement  Program  is  to 
implement  23  U.S.C.  144.  In  23  U.S.C.  144, 
Congress  found  it  in  the  national  interest 
to  Initiate  a  program  enabling  the  States 
to  replace  important  bridges  over  water¬ 
ways  and  other  topographical  barriers 
when  those  bridges  have  become  unsafe 
because  of  structural  deficiencies,  physi¬ 
cal  deterioration,  or  functional  obsoles¬ 
cence. 

§  630.402  Definition  of  terms. 

As  used  in  this  subpart — 

(a)  ‘‘Bridge*’’  means  a  structure,  in¬ 
cluding  supports,  erected  over  a  depres¬ 
sion  or  an  obstruction,  such  as  water,  a 
highway,  or  a  railway,  having  a  track 
or  passageway  for  carrying  traffic  or 
other  moving  loads,  and  having  an  open¬ 
ing  measured  along  the  center  of  the 
roadway  of  more  than  20  feet  between 
undercopings  of  abutments  or  spring 
lines  of  arches,  or  extreme  ends  of  the 
openings  for  multiple  boxes;  it  may  in¬ 
clude  multiple  pipes  where  the  clear  dis¬ 


tance  between  openings  is  less  than  half 
of  the  smaller  contiguous  opening. 

(b)  “Sufficiency  rating”  is  the  numer¬ 
ical  rating  of  a  bridge  based  on  its  struc¬ 
tural  adequacy,  safety,  serviceability,  es¬ 
sentiality  for  public  use,  and  age. 

(c)  “Topographical  barrier”  includes, 
but  i?  not  limited  to,  geographical  fea¬ 
tures  such  as  ravines,  gorges,  sloughs, 
valleys  and  railroad  tracks. 

<d>  “Waterway”  includes,  but  is  not 
limited  to,  oceans,  gulfs,  bays,  rivers, 
streams,  creeks,  canals,  lakes,  ponds, 
swamps,  and  flood  plains. 

§  630.403  Eligible  projects. 

(a)  General.  Bridges  which  span 
waterways  and  other  topographical  bar¬ 
riers  and  are  on  any  of  the  Federal -aid 
highway  systems  are  eligible  for  replace¬ 
ment  under  the  Special  Bridge  Replace¬ 
ment  Program.  The  replacement  struc¬ 
ture  must  meet  the  current  geometric 
and  construction  standards  required  for 
the  type  and  volume  of  traffic  which  the 
facility  will  carry  over  its  design  life. 

(b)  Types  of  Projects  Which  are  Eligi¬ 
ble.  The  following  types  of  work  are  eligi¬ 
ble  for  participation  in  the  Special 
Bridge  Replacement  Program : 

(1)  Total  replacement.  Total  replace¬ 
ment  of  a  structurally  inadequate  or 
functionally  obsolete  bridge  at  or  very 
close  to  its  existing  location. 

(2)  Complete  relocation.  Complete  re¬ 
location  of  a  structurally  inadequate  or 
functionally  obsolete  bridge  with  a  new 
facility  constructed  in  the  same  general 
traffic  corridor.  A  nominal  amount  of 
approaches,  sufficient  to  connect  the  new 
facility  to  the  existing  roadway  or  to  re¬ 
turn  the  gradeline  to  an  attainable 
touchdown  point  in  accordance  with 
good  design  practice,  is  also  eligible. 

(3)  Partial  replacement.  When  the 
substructure  of  a  bridge  is  structurally 
adequate  to  safely  support  a  new  super¬ 
structure  conforming  to  current  geo¬ 
metric  and  structural  standards,  the 
necessary  substructure  modifications  and 
the  superstructure  construction  are  eligi¬ 
ble  for  Federal-aid  participation  under 
the  Special  Bridge  Replacement  Pro¬ 
gram. 

(c)  Ineligible  Work.  Except  as  other¬ 
wise  prescribed  by  the  Administrator, 
the  following  costs  are  not  eligible  under 
the  Special  Bridge  Replacement  Pro¬ 
gram: 

(1)  Costs  of  right-of-way,  utility  relo¬ 
cation  or  adjustments,  or  extended  ap¬ 
proaches. 

(2)  Costs  of  long  approach  fills,  cause¬ 
ways,  connecting  roadways,  inter¬ 
changes,  ramps,  and  other  extensive 
earth  structures,  when  constructed  be¬ 
yond  the  attainable  touchdown  point. 
However,  Federal -aid  highway  funds  au¬ 
thorized  for  other  programs  may  partici¬ 
pate  in  those  costs. 

§  630.404  Application  for  bridge  re¬ 
placement. 

(a)  A  State  participates  in  the  Special 
Bridge  Replacement  Program  by  sub¬ 
mitting  applications  for  replacement  of 
all  deficient  bridges  located  in  that  State 
that  it  desires  to  have  considered  as 
candidates  for  replacement  under  the 
program.  Applications  are  submitted  to 
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the  Division  Engineer  of  the  Federal 
Highway  Administration.  If  a  deficient 
bridge  eligible  for  replacement  is  owned 
by  a  city,  a  county,  or  any  other  units  of 
local  government  and  the  local  govern¬ 
ment  desires  to  replace  the  bridge,  the 
State  may  submit  an  application  for  re¬ 
placement  of  that  bridge  on  behalf  of  the 
local  government.  An  application  must 
include  a  completed  Structure  Inventory 
and  Appraisal  Sheet  pertaining  to  the 
bridge.  Completion  of  a  Structure  Inven¬ 
tory  and  Appraisal  Sheet  for  a  bridge  is 
prescribed  in  §§  650.309  and  650.311  of 
the  National  Bridge  Inspection  Stand¬ 
ards,  §§  650.309,  650.311. 

(b)  At  any  time  after  it  has  submitted 
its  initial  applications,  a  State  may  apply 
for  replacement  of  additional  deficient 
bridges  by  submitting  an  application  per¬ 
taining  to  each  such  bridge  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  section. 

(c)  Revised  data  relating  to  bridges 
which  a  State  has  designated  as  candi¬ 
dates  for  replacement  shall  be  submitted 
at  such  times  as  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration  may  request. 

§  650.405  Evaluation  and  disposition  of 
applications. 

(a)  Sufficiency  rating  of  candidate 
bridges.  Upon  receipt  and  evaluation  of 
applications,  the  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministration  will  assign  a  sufficiency  rat¬ 
ing  to  each  bridge.  The  sufficiency  rating 
will  be  used  as  a  basis  for  establishing 
priority  for  replacement  of  bridges.  The 
rating  decreases  in  accordance  with  the 
following  schedule: 


(1)  Structural  adequacy  and  safety _ 0-50 

(2)  Serviceability  and  functional  ob¬ 

solescence  _ 0-25 

(3)  Essentiality  for  public  use _ 0-20 

(4)  Age - -  0-5 


The  lower  the  rating,  the  higher  the 
priority  for  replacement. 

(b)  Selection  of  bridges  for  inclusion 
in  State  program.  After  evaluation  of  ap¬ 
plications  and  assignment  of  sufficiency 
ratings,  the  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
tration  will  provide  the  State  with  a 
selection  list  of  bridges  within  the  State 
that  have  the  highest  priority  for  re¬ 
placement.  From  that  list  or  from  pre¬ 
viously  furnished  selection  lists,  the 
State  may  select  bridge  replacement 
projects  for  implementation. 

§  650.406  Procedures  for  bridge  re¬ 
placement  projects. 

(a)  Submission  and  approval  of  proj¬ 
ects.  When  a  State  has  made  its  selection 
of  bridges  to  be  replaced,  it  shall  prepare 
and  submit  the  program  documents  to 
the  Division  Engineer  in  accordance  with 
usual  procedures  relating  to  Federal-aid 
highway  programs.  The  Federal  High¬ 
way  Administration  will  review  the  pro¬ 
gram  documents  and  will  advise  the  State 
when  a  project  is  approved  or  condition¬ 
ally  approved. 

(b)  Completion  of  Projects.  (1)  Each 
approved  project  will  be  designed,  con¬ 
structed,  inspected  for  acceptance,  and 
maintained  in  the  same  manner  as  other 
Federal-aid  projects  on  the  system  on 
which  the  project  is  located. 

(2)  Whenever  a  deficient  bridge  is  re¬ 
placed  by  a  new  bridge  under  the  Special 
Bridge  Replacement  Program  the  defi- 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

cient  bridge  shall  be  closed  to  vehicular 
traffic  at  the  earliest  date  possible  fol¬ 
lowing  the  opening  of  the  replacement 
bridge. 

§  650.407  Funding. 

(a)  Funds  authorized  for  carrying  out 
the  Special  Bridge  Replacement  Pro¬ 
gram  are  available  for  obligation  at  the 
beginning  of  the  fiscal  year  for  which 
authorized  and  remain  available  until 
expended.  Under  23  U.S.C.  144  the  funds 
are  allocated  to  the  States  on  the  basis 
of  comparative  bridge  replacement  needs. 
Funds  allocated  to  a  State  and  not  ob¬ 
ligated  within  a  reasonable  period  by 
that  State  may,  after  appropriate  noti¬ 
fication,  be  withdrawn  for  redistribution 
to  other  States. 

(b)  Obligation  of  funds  is  subject  to 
obligation  control  procedures  in  effect 
at  the  time  of  obligation. 

(c)  The  Federal  share  payable  on  ac¬ 
count  of  any  project  carried  out  under 
23  U.S.C.  144  shall  not  exceed  75  percent 
of  the  eligible  cost  thereof. 

§  650.408  Reporting. 

Under  23  U.S.C.  144,  the  Secretary  re¬ 
ports  annually  to  the  Congress  on  proj¬ 
ects  approved  under  the  Special  Bridge 
Replacement  Program  together  with  any 
recommendations  he  may  have  for  fur¬ 
ther  improvements  in  the  program. 

[FR  Doc.74-18627  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 

Title  38 — Pensions,  Bonuses,  and 
Veterans’  Relief 

CHAPTER  I— VETERANS 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  1— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Rules  of  the  Contract  Appeals  Board; 
Optional  Accelerated  Procedure 

On  page  24380  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  July  2,  1974,  there  was  published  a 
notice  of  proposed  regulatory  develop¬ 
ment  to  revise  §  1.774(1)  (Rule  12)  to 
liberalize  the  rules  of  the  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration  Contract  Appeals  Board 
with  respect  to  optional  accelerated  pro¬ 
cedure  for  small  claims.  The  amendment 
increases  the  amount  of  a  claim  eligible 
for  accelerated  consideration  from  $10,- 
000  to  $25,000  and  modifies  the  procedure 
to  enable  the  Board  to  expedite  final 
disposition  of  appeals  in  cases  subject 
to  the  optional  expedited  procedure.  In¬ 
terested  persons  were  given  30  days  in 
which  to  submit  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
regulation. 

No  written  comments  have  been  re¬ 
ceived  and  the  proposed  regulation  is 
hereby  adopted  without  change  and  is 
set  forth  below. 

Effective  date.  This  VA  regulation  is 
effective  August  8,  1974. 

Approved:  August  8, 1974. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

[seal]  R.  L.  Roudebush, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

In  §  1.774,  paragraph  (1)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.774  Rules  of  the  Board. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(1)  Rule  12;  optional  accelerated  pro¬ 
cedure — (1)  Application.  Where  the 
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amount  actually  in  dispute,  or  the  dollar 
value  of  the  relief  sought,  is  $25,000  or 
less,  either  party  may  elect,  by  Notice 
of  Appeal,  Complaint,  Answer,  or  by 
separate  correspondence  or  statement 
prior  to  commencement  of  hearing  or 
settlement  of  the  record,  to  have  the  ap¬ 
peal  considered  and  decided  under  this 
paragraph.  For  application  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  the  amount  in  controversy  will  be 
determined  by  the  sum  of  the  amounts 
claimed  by  either  party  against  the  other 
in  the  appeal  proceeding.  If  no  specific 
amount  of  claim  is  stated,  a  case  will  be 
considered  to  fall  within  this  paragraph 
if  the  sum  of  the  amounts  which  each 
party  represents  in  writing  that  it  could 
recover  as  a  result  of  a  Board  decision 
favorable  to  it  does  not  exceed  $25,000. 
Upon  such  election,  a  case  shall  then  be 
processed  under  this  paragraph  unless 
the  other  party  objects  and  shows  good 
cause  why  the  substantive  nature  of  the 
dispute  requires  processing  under  the 
Board’s  regular  procedures  and  the 
Board,  acting  through  the  Chairman  or 
a  designated  Reviewing  Member,  sus¬ 
tains  such  objection. 

(2)  Procedure.  In  cases  proceeding 
under  this  paragraph,  parties  are  en¬ 
couraged,  to  the  extent  possible  con¬ 
sistent  with  adequate  presentation  of 
their  factual  and  legal  positions,  to  waive 
pleadings,  discovery  and  briefs,  and  to 
cooperate  in  eliminating  time  lapses  in 
presentations  and  responses  thereto. 
Hearings,  where  required,  will  be  con¬ 
ducted  by  a  single  Hearing  Member,  and 
will  be  advanced  on  the  hearing  calendar 
of  the  Board  to  the  greatest  extent 
possible. 

(3)  Decisions,  (i)  Written  decision  by 
the  Board  in  cases  proceeding  under  this 
paragraph  normally  will  be  short  and 
contain  summary  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  only.  The  Board  will  en¬ 
deavor  to  render  such  decisions  within 
30  days  after  the  appeal  is  ready  for 
decision.  Such  decisions  will  be  ren¬ 
dered  for  the  Board  by  a  single  Board 
member  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Chairman  or  a  designated  Reviewing 
Member.  In  the  event  agreement  cannot 
be  reached,  an  additional  Reviewing 
Member  will  be  assigned  to  the  panel, 
and  the  decision  of  the  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  panel  shall  constitute  the 
final  decision  of  the  Board. 

(ii)  In  cases  involving  $5,000  or  less 
where  there  has  been  a  hearing,  the  sin¬ 
gle  Board  member  presiding  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  may,  in  his  discretion,  at  the  conclu¬ 
sion  of  the  hearing  and  after  entertain¬ 
ing  such  oral  arguments  as  he  deems 
appropriate,  render  on  the  record  oral 
summary  findings  of  fact,  conclusions 
and  decision  of  the  appeal.  The  Board 
will  subsequently  issue  an  order  confirm¬ 
ing  such  oral  decision  for  the  record  and 
payment  purposes  and  to  establish  the 
date  from  which  the  period  for  filing  a 
motion  for  reconsideration  under  para¬ 
graph  (cc)  of  this  section  (Rule  29)  com¬ 
mences. 

(4)  Scope.  Except  as  herein  modified, 
the  rules  in  this  section  otherwise  apply 
in  all  respects. 

•  *  •  •  • 

[FR  Doc.74-18650  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 
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Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER  B— NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

[Docket  No.  PI-330] 

PART  1914— AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR  THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 
Status  of  Participating  Communities 

Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by 
adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new  entry  to  the  table.  In  this  entry,  a  complete  chronology  of  effective  dates  appears  fo;r 
each  listed  community.  Each  date  appearing  in  the  fourth  column  of  the  table  is  followed  by  a  designation  which  indicates 
whether  the  date  signifies  the  effective  date  of  the  authorizatio  n  of  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  in  the  area  under  the  emergency 
or  the  regular  flood  insurance  program.  The  entry  reads  as  follows: 

§  1914.4  Status  of  participating  communities. 


Effective  date  of  authori-  Hazard  area 

Stale  County  Location  zation  of  sale  of  flood  in-  identified  State  map  repository  Local  map  repository 

surance  for  area 


Illinois . Du  Page . Wheaton,  city  of . 

Do . Lake .  Round  Lake  Heights, 

village  of. 

Do _ _ _ Will... . Crest  I  till,  city  of _ 

Kansas . . . Pawnee . Lamed,  city  of . . 

Louisiana . .  Sabine  Parish . Many,  town  of . 

Mississippi . Holmes.... . Lexington,  city  of . 

New  Jersey. _ _  Salem _  Pennsville,  township  of _ 

New  York . Orange . Warwick,  town  of . 

North  Carolina _ Guilford . High  Point,  city  of. . 

Ohio . . . Guyahoga.... . South  Euclid,  city  of - 

Oklahoma... . Tulsa . .  Sand  Springs,  city  of . 

Oregon . . .  Jackson _  Gold  Hill,  city  of . . 

Do _ Klamath.. . Klamath  Falls,  city  of - 

Do . .  Yamhill . Newberg,  city  of . 

Pennsylvania _ Allegheny _ Edgew’ortb,  borough  of - 

Do . Lancaster . West  Cocalico,  township  of. 

Bouth  Dakota . Jerauld . Wessington  Springs,  city  of. 

Texas . Atascosa . Unincorporated  areas . 

Do . . Smith . Tyler,  city  of . 

Do . Young . Olney,  city  of . 

Washington _ Klickitat... .  Goldendale,  city  of . 

Do . Walla  Walla . Walla  Walla,  city  of . 


Aug.  5, 1974.  Emergency. 
_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . . . 

_ do . 

_ do . . . 

_ do . . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

. do . 

_ do . . 


Apr.  6, 1974 
Mar.  29,1974 

_ do . 

Feb.  1, 1974 
Apr.  6, 1974 
Jan.  16,1974 


May  31,1974 
June  28, 1974 
Mar.  22,1974 


Jan.  9, 1974 
June  28, 1974 
June  14,1974 
Mar.  16,1974 


Apr.  12,1974 
May  24,1974 
May  31,1974 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (38  FR  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-162,  Dec.  24,  1969)  (42  UJ3.C.  4001-4127);  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969) 


Issued:  July  29.  1974. 


Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator . 

|FR  Doc .74- 185 15  Filed  8-13-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-331] 

PART  1914— AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR  THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 
Status  of  Participating  Communities 

Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by 
adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new  entry  to  the  table.  In  this  entry,  a  complete  chronology  of  effective  dates  appears  for 
each  listed  community.  Each  date  appearing  in  the  fourth  column  of  the -table  is  followed  by  a  designation  which  indicates 
whether  the  date  signifies  the  effective  date  of  the  authorization  of  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  in  the  area  under  the  emergency 
or  the  regular  flood  insurance  program.  The  entry  reads  as  follows: 

§  1914.4  Status  of  participating  communities. 


Effective  date  of  authori-  Hazard  area 

State  County  Location  zation  of  sale  of  flood  in-  identified  State  map  repository  Local  map  repository 

surance  for  area 


Iowa _ 

Missouri. 
Virgtnia. 
DO _ 


• 

...  Dec.  17,1973 
..  Mar.  29,1974 

_ Unincorporated  areas _ 

. do . 

Fairfax . 

_ Vienna,  town  of . 

...Aug.  2,1974 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIH  of  tbe  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-152,  Dec.  24,  1969)  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4127);  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  84  FR  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969)  ‘ 


Issued:  August  1,  1974. 


IFR  Doc.74-18514  Filed  8-13-74;8:46  am) 


George  K.  Bernstein, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
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Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER  C — AIR  PROGRAMS 

(FRL  250-2J 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Approval  of  Plan  Revision  for  State  of 
Connecticut;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-8639  appearing  on 
page  13651  of  the  issue  for  Tuesday. 
April  16, 1974,  the  amended  table  §  52.375 
was  Incorrectly  numbered,  and  is 
changed  to  read  §  52.381. 

Dated:  August  8,  1974. 

Roger  Strelow, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Air  and  Waste  Management. 
[PR  Doc.74-18613  Piled  8-13-74;8:46  am] 


[FRL  250-3] 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Massachusetts  and  Rhode  Island; 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  73-14479  appearing  on  page 
18878  of  the  issue  for  Monday,  July  16, 
1973,  Subpart  00  on  pages  18879  and 
18880  was  amended  by  adding  §§  52.2077 
and  52.2078  and  52.2079.  These  sections 
were  Incorrectly  numbered  and  are 
changed  to  read  §§  52.2078,  52.2079,  and 
52.2080. 

Dated:  August  8, 1974. 

Roger  Strelow, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Air  and  Waste  Management. 
[PR  Doc.74-18614  Filed  8-13-74; 8: 46  am] 


[FRL  249-6] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Ethyl  3-Methyl-4-(Methylthio)Phenyl 
(l-Methylethyl)Phosphoramidate 

In  response  to  a  petition  (PP  4E1458) 
submitted  by  Chemagro  Division  of  Bay- 
chem  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  4913,  Kansas  City, 
MO  64120,  a  notice  was  published  by  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  May  28,  1974  (39 
FR  18470),  proposing  establishment  of 
a  tolerance  for  combined  residues  of  the 
nematocide  ethyl  3-methyl-4-  (methyl- 
thio)  phenyl  (1  -  methylethyl)  phosphor- 
amidate  and  its  cholinesterase-inhibiting 
metabolites  in  or  on  bananas  at  0.1  part 
per  million  and  that  the  nematocide 
should  be  listed  with  the  cholinesterase- 
inhibiting  pesticides  in  §  180.3(e)  (5).  No 
comments  or  requests  for  referral  to  an 
advisory  committee  were  received. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  proposal  should 
be  adopted. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  514;  21  U.S.C. 


3469  Ce) ) ,  the  authority  transferred  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  (35  FR  15623),  and  the 
authority  delegated  by  the  Administrator 
to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs  (39  FR  18805). 
Part  180  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  5  180.3(e)(5),  by  alphabetically 
inserting  in  the  list  of  cholinesterase- 
inhibiting  pesticides  a  new  item,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  180.3  Tolerances  of  related  pesticide 
chemicals. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(e)  *  *  • 

(5)  •  •  • 

Ethyl  3-methyl-4-  (methylthio)  phenyl 
(1 -methylethyl)  phosphoramidate  and  its 
cholinestearse-inhibiting  metabolites. 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  In  Subpart  C,  by  adding  the  follow¬ 
ing  new  section: 

§  180.349  Ethyl  3-methyl-4-(  methyl¬ 
thio)  phenyl  (1-methylethyl)  phos¬ 
phoramidate;  tolerance  for  residues. 

A  tolerance  of  0.1  part  per  million  is 
established  for  combined  residues  of  the 
nematocide  ethyl  3-methyl-4- (methyl¬ 
thio)  phenyl  (1-methylethyl)  phosphora¬ 
midate  and  its  cholinesterase-inhibiting 
metabolites  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural 
commodity  bananas. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  on  or  before  September  13,  1974, 
file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  Room  1019E, 
4th  &  M  Streets,  SW.,  Waterside  Mall, 
Washington,  D.C.  20460,  written  objec¬ 
tions  thereto  in  quintuplicate.  Objections 
shall  show  wherein  the  person  filing  will 
be  adversely  affected  by  the  order  and 
specify  with  particularity  the  provisions 
of  the  order  deemed  objectionable  and 
the  grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a 
hearing  is  requested,  the  objections  must 
state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  granted  if  the  objections  are 
supported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  August  14,  1974. 

(Sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  514;  21  U.S.C.  346a(e) ) 

Dated:  August  7, 1974. 

Henry  J.  Korp. 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.74-18609  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


[FRL  249-7] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Captafol 

A  petition  (PP  3F1412)  was  filed  by 
Chevron  Chemical  Co.,  940  Hensley 
Street,  Richmond,  CA  94804,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  provisions  of  the  Federal  Food, 


Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  346a) , 
proposing  establishment  of  a  tolerance 
for  residues  of  the  fungicide  captafol 
(cis-N-[  (1,1,2,2,-tetrachloroethyl)  thiol - 
4-cyclohexene-l,2-dicarboximide)  in  or 
on  the  raw  agricultural  commodity  fresh 
com  including  sweet  com  (kernels  plus 
cob  with  husk  removed)  at  5  parts  per 
million. 

Subsequently,  the  petitioner  amended 
the  petition  by  decreasing  the  proposed 
tolerance  from  5  parts  per  million  to  0.1 
part  per  million  (negligible  residue). 

Based  on  consideration  given  the  data 
submitted  in  the  petition  and  other  rele¬ 
vant  material,  it  is  concluded  that: 

1.  The  fungicide  is  useful  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  for  which  the  tolerance  is  being 
established. 

2.  There  is  no  reasonable  expectation 
of  residues  in  eggs,  meat,  milk,  or  poul¬ 
try,  and  S  180.6(a)  (3)  applies. 

3.  The  tolerance  established  by  this 
order  will  protect  the  public  health. 

4.  Captafol  is  the  approved  common 
name  for  the  fungicide;  the  existing  reg¬ 
ulation  (§  180.267)  should  be  revised  ac¬ 
cordingly,  to  reflect  this  fact. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(d)(2),  68  Stat.  512;  21 
U.S.C.  346a(d)  (2) ) ,  the  authority  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  (36  FR 
15623),  and  the  authority  delegated  by 
the  Administrator  to  the  Deputy  Assist¬ 
ant  Administrator  for  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams  (39  FR  18805),  5  180.267  is 
amended  by  revising  the  heading,  the 
introductory  paragraph,  and  the  para¬ 
graph  “0.1  part  per  million  *  *  •”  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  180.267  Captafol;  tolerances  for  resi¬ 
dues. 

Tolerances  are  established  for  resi¬ 
dues  of  the  fungicide  captafol  (.cis-N- 
1(1,1, 2, 2  -  tetrachloroethyl)  thiol  -  4  - 
cyclohexene- 1, 2-dicarboximlde)  in  or  on 
raw  agricultural  commodities  as  follows: 

•  •  •  •  • 

0.1  part  per  million  (negligible  resi¬ 
due)  in  or  on  fresh  com  including  sweet 
com  (kernels  plus  cob  with  husk  re¬ 
moved),  macadamia  nuts,  onions,  and 
pineapples. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  on  or  before  September  13,  1974, 
file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environmen¬ 
tal  Protection  Agency,  Room  1019E,  4th 
&  M  Streets.  SW.,  Waterside  Mall,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20460,  written  objections 
thereto  in  quintuplicate.  Objections  shall 
show  wherein  the  person  filing  will  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  order  and  specify 
with  particularity  the  provisions  of  the 
order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing 
is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing 
will  be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  tthe  relief  sought.  Objections  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof. 
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Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  August  14,  1974. 

(See.  408(d)(3),  68  Stat.  512;  (21  UJS.C. 
S46a(d) (2))) 

Dated:  August  7, 1974. 

Henry  J.  Korp, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 
fTR  Doc.74-18610  Piled  8-13-74;8:45  am] 

[FRL  249-8] 

PAR)  180 — TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Chlorpyrifos 

A  petition  (PP  4F1445)  was  filed  by 
Dow  Chemical  U.S.A.,  P.O.  Box  1706, 
Midi  Mid,  MI  48640,  in  accordance  with 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  D.S.C.  346a),  pro¬ 
posing  establishment  of  tolerances  for 
combined  residues  of  the  insecticide 
chlorpyrifos  (O.O-diethyl  0-(3,5,6-tri- 
chloio-2-pyridyl)phosphorothioate)  and 
its  metabolite  3,5,6-trichloro-2-pyridinol 
in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties  lima  bean  forage  and  snap  bean 
forage  at  0.2  part  per  million,  fresh  corn 
including  sweet  com  (kernels  plus  cob 
with  husk  removed)  and  com  fodder  and 
forage  at  0.1  part  per  million  (negligible 
residue) ,  and  lima  beans  and  snap  beans 
at  0.05  part  per  million  (negligible  resi¬ 
due). 

Subsequently,  the  petitioner  amended 
the  petition  by  increasing  the  tolerance 
for  residues  in  or  on  lima  bean  forage 
and  snap  bean  forage  from  0.2  to  1  part 
per  million  and  by  proposing  tolerances 
for  residues  in  milk  fat  at  0.25  part  per 
million  (reflecting  negligible  residues  of 
0.01  part  per  million  in  whole  milk)  and 
in.  the  meat,  fat,  and  meat  byproducts 
of  goats,  hogs,  horses,  and  sheep  at  0.1 
part  per  million  (negligible  residue). 

Based  on  consideration  given  the  data 
submitted  in  the  petition  and  other 
relevant  material,  it  is  concluded  that: 

1.  The  insecticide  is  useful  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  for  which  the  tolerances  are  being 
established. 

2.  There  is  no  reasonable  expectation 
of  residues  in  poultry  and  eggs,  and 
§  180.6(a)  (3)  applies. 

3.  The  proposed  and  established  toler¬ 
ances  for  residues  in  milk  and  the  fat, 
meat,  and  meat  byproducts  of  livestock 
are  adequate  to  cover  residues  resulting 
from  the  proposed  and  established  uses, 
and  S  180.6(a)  (2)  applies. 

4.  The  tolerances  established  by  this 
order  will  protect  the  public  health. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(d)(2),  68  Stat.  512;  21 
TJ.S.C.  346a<d)  (2) ),  the  authority  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  (35  FR 
15623),  and  the  authority  delegated  by 
the  Administrator  to  the  Deputy  Assist¬ 
ant  Administrator  for  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams  (39  FR  18805) ,  5  180.342  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  adding  the  new  paragraphs  “1  part 


per  million  •  •  “0.25  part  per  mil¬ 

lion  in  milk  fat  •  •  and  “0.1  part  per 
million  (negligible  residue)  in  meat  •  •  •” 
and  by  revising  the  paragraphs  “0.1  part 
per  million  (negligible  residue)  in  or  on 
field  corn  •  •  and  “0.05  part  per  mil¬ 
lion  •  •  *”,  as  follows: 

§  180.342  Chlorpyrifos;  tolerances  for 
residues. 

•  •  •  •  • 

1  part  per  million  in  or  on  lima  bean 
forage  and  snap  bean  forage. 

*  •  •  •  • 

0.25  part  per  million  in  milk  fat  (re¬ 
flecting  negligible  residues  of  0.01  part 
per  million  in  whole  milk) . 

0.1  part  per  million  (negligible  residue) 

In  or  on  field  com  grain,  fresh  com  in¬ 
cluding  sweet  com  (kernels  plus  cob 
with  husk  removed) ,  and  com  fodder  and 
forage. 

0.1  part  per  million  (negligible  residue) 
in  meat,  fat,  and  meat  byproducts  of 
goats,  hogs,  horses,  and  sheep. 

0.05  part  per  million  (negligible  resi¬ 
due)  in  or  on  lima  beans,  peaches,  and 
snap  beans. 

Any  oerson  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  on  or  before  September  13, 1974,  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Room  1019E,  4th  & 

M  Streets,  SW„  Waterside  Mall,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20460,  written  objections 
thereto  in  quintuplicate.  Objections  shall 
show  wherein  the  person  filing  will  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  order  and  spec¬ 
ify  with  particularity  the  provisions  of 
the  order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing 
is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  supported 
by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to  justify 
the  relief  sought.  Objections  may  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief 
in  support  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  August  14, 1974. 

(Sec.  408(d)(2),  68  Stat.  512;  (21  UB.C. 
346a(d) (2))) 

Dated:  August  7, 1974. 

Henry  J.  Korp, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 

for  Pesticide  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.74-18611  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 

Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  III— FEDERAL  DEPOSIT 
INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

SUBCHAPTER  B— REGULATIONS  AND 
STATEMENTS  OF  GENERAL  POLICY 

PART  332— POWERS  INCONSISTENT 

WITH  PURPOSES  OF  FEDERAL  DEPOSIT 
INSURANCE  LAW 

Letters  of  Credit  Issued  in  the  Usual 
Course  of  Business 

1.  The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  has 
decided  to  amend  §  332.1  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Federal  Deposit  In¬ 
surance  Corporation  (12  CFR  332.1). 
The  amendment  will  allow  any  insured 


State  nonmember  bank  to  issue  letters 
of  credit  in  the  usual  course  of  its  bank¬ 
ing  business  without  regard  to  the  limi¬ 
tations  prescribed  by  that  section. 

2.  Section  332.1  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  332.1  Inconsistent  powers. 

A  State  nonmember  insured  bank  (ex¬ 
cept  a  District  bank)  which  does  not 
have  any  of  the  powers  hereinafter  enu¬ 
merated,  or  which,  although  it  has  any 
such  power,  does  not  exercise  the  same, 
shall  not  hereafter  exercise,  take,  or  as¬ 
sume  the  power:  (a)  To  do  a  surety 
business:  (b)  to  Insure  the  fidelity  of 
others;  (c)  to  engage  in  insuring,  guar¬ 
anteeing  or  certifying  titles  to  real 
estate;  or  (d)  to  guarantee  or  become 
surety  upon  the  obligations  of  others.1 

(Secs.  6,  9;  64  Stat.  876,  881-82;  (12  UJ3.C. 
1816,  1819)) 

3.  The  requirements  of  sections  553  (b) 
and  (d)  of  Title  5,  United  States  Code, 
and  §§  302.1,  302.2  and  302.5  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation,  with  respect  to 
notice,  public  participation,  and  deferred 
effective  date  were  not  followed  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  amendment  because  it 
relieves  an  existing  restriction  and  the 
Board  found  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  with  respect  thereto  would  be  un¬ 
necessary  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest. 

4.  Effective  Date.  The  effective  date  of 
the  amendment  is  September  15,  1974. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Directors, 
August  6, 1974. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation, 

[seal]  Alan  R.  Miller, 

Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18704  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


PART  337— UNSAFE  AND  UNSOUND 
BANKING  PRACTICES 

Restrictions  and  Disclosure  Requirements 
Applicable  to  Standby  Letters  of  Credit 

1.  On  January  22,  1974  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  (the 
“FDIC”)  published  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  pursuant  to  section  9 
[Tenth]  of  the  Federal  Deposit  Insur¬ 
ance  Act,  12  U.S.C.  1819  [Tenth],  (39  FR 
2494-95) .  The  proposed  regulation  would 
add  a  new  Part  337,  dealing  with  unsafe 
and  unsound  banking  practices,  to  Title 
12  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
The  immediate  purpose  of  the  proposal 
was  to  establish  guidelines  for  certain 
letter  of  credit  practices  which  were 
deemed  likely  to  have  adverse  effects  on 
the  safety  and  soundness  of  insured  State 
nonmember  banks  or  which  were  likely 
to  result  in  violations  of  law,  rule,  or 
regulation.  The  period  for  public  com¬ 
ment  on  the  proposal  ended  on  March  15, 
1974. 


1The  limitations  prescribed  in  1  332.1(d) 
do  not  include  acceptances,  endorsements, 
or  letters  of  credit  made  or  Issued  in  the 
usual  course  of  the  banking  business. 
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After  considering  the  views  and  argu¬ 
ments  of  those  persons  who  commented 
on  the  proposed  Part  337,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  PDIC  (the  “Board”)  has 
decided  upon  its  adoption  with  certain 
modifications: 

(a)  The  regulation  will  apply  only  to 
“standby  letters  of  credit”  as  that  term 
is  defined  in  8  337.2(a).  The  definition 
Includes  any  letter  of  credit  which  rep¬ 
resents  an  obligation  to  the  beneficiary 
on  the  part  of  the  issuing  bank  to  either 
(1)  repay  money  borrowed  by  or  ad¬ 
vanced  to  the  account  party,  or  (2)  make 
payment  on  account  of  any  indebtedness 
undertaken  by  the  account  party,  or  (3) 
make  payment  on  account  of  any  default 
by  the  account  party  in  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  an  obligation.  By  more  pre- 
clely  defining  the  links  of  letters  of 
credit  subject  to  lending  limits  and  dis¬ 
closure  requirements,  the  Board  believes 
tt  has  met  the  objections  of  those  who 
felt  that  the  proposal  was  ambiguous 
and  overly  broad.  Thus  the  footnote  to 
{337.2(a)  specifically  states  that  com¬ 
mercial  letters  of  credit  and  similar  in¬ 
struments  under  which  the  issuer  expects 
the  beneficiary  to  draw  upon  It,  which 
do  not  “guaranty”  payment  of  a  money 
obligation  of  the  account  party  and 
which  do  not  provide  that  payment  is 
occasioned  by  default  on  the  part  of  the 
account  party,  will  not  come  within  the 
definition  of  a  “standby  letter  of  credit”. 

(b)  The  limitation  on  the  Issuance  of 
standby  letters  of  credit  which  is  set 
forth  in  S  337.2(b)  has  been  expressly 
confined  to  those  standby  letters  of 
credit  which  are  not  otherwise  subject  to 
a  separate  limitation.  Accordingly,  in 
those  states  which  have  separate  limita¬ 
tions  for  letters  of  credit,  the  separate 
limitation  will  apply  in  lieu  of  the  loan 
limitation.  The  same  thing  would  be  true 
with  regard  to  the  creation  of  those  ar¬ 
rangements  which  are  similar  to  a 
standby  letter  of  credit  as  defined  in 
8  337.2(a).  This  is  intended  to  satisfy 
the  objections  of  those  who  pointed  out 
that  in  states  with  a  separate  limitation 
on  letters  of  credit  or  acceptances,  the 
proposal  might  well  have  imposed  a 
stricter  standard  than  that  established 
by  the  state. 

(c)  A  footnote  has  been  added  to 
8  337.2(b)  in  order  to  clarify  its  applica¬ 
tion  to  letter  of  credit  participations  in¬ 
volving  two  or  more  banks.  Where  the 
standby  letter  of  credit  is  subject  to  a 
nonrecourse  participation  agreement, 
8  337.2(b)  applies  to  the  participants  in 
the  same  manner  as  in  the  case  of  a 
participated  loan. 

(d)  There  is  no  longer  any  exemption 
in  what  is  now  $  337.2(c)  (formerly 
8  337.2(b)  of  the  proposal)  for  letters 
of  credit  issued  to  facilitate  the  purchase 
and  sale  of  goods.  After  considering  the 
comments  of  those  who  suggested  that 
letters  of  credit  issued  to  facilitate  simi¬ 
lar  kinds  of  transactions  should  also  be 
exempt,  the  Board  concluded  that  the 
sounder  approach,  as  mentioned  pre¬ 
viously,  would  be  to  narrow  the  scope 
of  the  regulation  by  limiting  it  to  stand¬ 
by  letters  of  credit  as  defined  in  8  337.2 


(a).  However,  the  Board  has  added  an 
exemption  for  standby  letters  of  credit 
where  prior  to  or  at  the  time  of  issu¬ 
ance,  the  issuing  bank  has  set  aside  funds 
in  a  segregated  deposit  account,  clearly 
earmarked  for  that  purpose,  to  cover  the 
bank’s  maximum  liability  under  the 
standby  letter  of  credit  (8  337.2(c)(2)). 

2.  Chapter  in  of  Title  12  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  Part  337  which  reads  as 
follows: 

Sec. 

337.1  Scope. 

337.2  Standby  Letters  of  Credit. 

337.3-337.9  [Reserved] 

337.10  Waiver. 

337.11  Effect  on  Other  Banking  Practices. 

Authority  :  Sec.  9,  64  Stat.  881-882,  (12 
UB.C.  1819). 

§  337.1  Scope. 

The  provisions  of  this  Part  apply  to 
certain  banking  practices  which  are 
likely  to  have  adverse  effects  on  the  safe¬ 
ty  and  soundness  of  insured  State  non¬ 
member  banks  or  which  are  likely  to 
result  in  violations  of  law,  rule,  or 
regulation. 

§  337.2  Standby  Letters  of  Credit. 

(a)  Definition.  As  used  in  this  8  337.2, 
the  term  “standby  letter  of  credit” 
means  any  letter  of  credit,  or  similar 
arrangement  however  named  or  de¬ 
scribed,  which  represents  an  obligation 
to  the  beneficiary  on  the  part  of  the 
Issuer  (1)  to  repay  money  borrowed  by 
or  advanced  to  or  for  the  account  of  the 
account  party,  or  (2)  to  make  payment 
on  account  of  any  Indebtedness  under¬ 
taken  by  the  account  party,  or  (3)  to 
make  payment  on  account  of  any  de¬ 
fault  (including  any  statement  of  de¬ 
fault)  by  the  account  party  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  an  obligation.1  The  term 
“similar  arrangement"  includes  the  cre¬ 
ation  of  an  acceptance  or  similar 
undertaking. 

(b)  Restriction.  A  standby  letter  of 
credit  issued  by  an  Insured  State  non¬ 
member  bank  shall  be  combined  with  all 
other  standby  letters  of  credit  and  all 
loans  for  purposes  of  applying  any  legal 
limitation  on  loans  of  the  bank  (includ¬ 
ing  limitations  on  loans  to  any  one  bor¬ 
rower,  on  loans  to  affiliates  of  the  bank, 
or  on  aggregate  loans) ;  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  if  such  standby  letter  of  credit 
is  subject  to  separate  limitation  under 
applicable  State  or  federal  law,  then  the 
separate  limitation  shall  apply  in  lieu  of 
the  loan  limitation.* 


i  As  defined  in  this  paragraph  (a) ,  the  term 
“standby  letter  of  credit"  would  not  Include 
commercial  letters  of  credit  and  similar 
Instruments  where  the  issuing  bank  expects 
the  beneficiary  to  draw  upon  the  issuer, 
which  do  not  “guaranty”  payment  of  a  money 
obligation  of  the  account  party  and  which 
do  not  provide  that  payment  Is  occasioned 
by  default  on  the  part  of  the  account  party. 

*  Where  the  standby  letter  of  credit  Is  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  non-recourse  participation  agree¬ 
ment  with  another  bank  or  other  banks,  this 
section  shaU  apply  to  the  issuer  and  each 
participant  In  the  same  manner  as  in  the  case 
of  a  participated  loan. 


(c)  Exceptions.  All  standby  letters  of 
credit  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  except 
where: 

(1)  Prior  to  or  at  the  time  of  issuance, 
the  issuing  bank  is  paid  an  amount  equal 
to  the  bank’s  maximum  liability  under 
the  standby  letter  of  credit;  or, 

(2)  Prior  to  or  at  the  time  of  issuance, 
the  issuing  bank  has  set  aside  sufficient 
funds  in  a  segregated  deposit  account, 
clearly  earmarked  for  that  purpose,  to 
cover  the  bank’s  maximum  liability  un¬ 
der  the  standby  letter  of  credit. 

(d)  Disclosure.  Each  insured  State 
nonmember  bank  must  maintain  ade¬ 
quate  control  and  subsidiary  records  of 
its  standby  letters  of  credit  comparable 
to  the  records  maintained  in  connection 
with  the  bank's  direct  loans  so  that  at 
all  times  the  bank’s  potential  liability 
thereunder  and  the  bank’s  compliance 
with  this  section  337.2  may  be  readily 
determined.  In  addition,  all  such  standby 
letters  of  credit  must  be  adequately  re¬ 
flected  on  the  bank’s  published  financial 
statements. 

§§  337.3 — 337.9  [Reserved] 

§  337.10  Waiver. 

An  insured  State  nonmember  bank  has 
the  right  to  petition  the  Board  of  Direc¬ 
tors  of  the  Corporation  for  a  waiver  of 
this  Part  or  any  subpart  thereof  with 
respect  to  any  particular  transaction  or 
series  of  similar  transactions.  A  waiver 
may  be  granted  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Board  upon  a  showing  of  good  cause.  All 
such  petitions  should  be  filed  with  the 
Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation,  550 
17th  Street.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20429. 

§  337.11  Effect  on  Other  Banking  Prac¬ 
tices. 

Nothing  In  this  Part  shall  be  construed 
as  restricting  in  any  manner  the  Cor¬ 
poration’s  authority  to  deal  with  any 
banking  practice  which  Is  deemed  to  be 
unsafe  or  unsound  or  otherwise  not  in 
accordance  with  law,  rule,  or  regulation; 
or  which  violates  any  condition  Imposed 
in  writing  by  the  Corporation  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  granting  of  any  application 
or  other  request  by  an  insured  State  non- 
member  bank,  or  any  written  agreement 
entered  into  by  such  bank  with  the  Cor¬ 
poration.  Compliance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  Part  shall  not  relieve  an  insured 
State  nonmember  bank  from  its  duty  to 
conduct  Its  operations  In  a  safe  and 
sound  manner  nor  prevent  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  from  taking  whatever  action  it 
deems  necessary  and  desirable  to  deal 
with  specific  acts  or  practices  which,  al¬ 
though  they  do  not  violate  the  provisions 
of  this  Part,  are  considered  detrimental 
to  the  safety  and  sound  operation  of  the 
bank  engaged  therein. 

(Sec.  9,  64  Stat.  881-82,  (12  UJ3.C.  1819) ) 

3.  Effective  date.  This  Part  337  shall 
become  effective  on  September  15,  1974. 
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By  order  of  the  Board  of  Directors, 
August  6, 1974. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation, 

[seal]  Alan  R.  Mtlieb, 

Executive  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18706  Piled  8-18-74; 8: 48  am) 


Title  29 — Labor 

CHAPTER  V— WAGE  AND  HOUR 
DIVISION 

PART  522— EMPLOYMENT  OF 
LEARNERS 

Change  Reflecting  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Amendments  of  1974 

On  May  1. 1974,  §|  522.24. 522.35, 522.43. 
522.65,  and  522.85  were  amended  to  re¬ 
flect  the  changes  In  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  brought  about  by  the  Fair 
Labor  Standards  Amendments  of  1974. 

In  order  to  continue  the  issuance  of 
certificates  on  or  after  May  1,  1974,  it 
was  necessary  to  make  the  revision  effec¬ 
tive  on  May  1,  1974,  with  the  provision 
that  interested  parties  be  given  opportu¬ 
nity  to  submit  comments  until  May  31, 
1974. 

Inasmuch  as  no  comments  were  re¬ 
ceived  during  the  period  provided,  this 
notice  will  reaffirm  the  changes  pre¬ 
scribed  in  the  May  1.  1974,  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (39  FR  15122-15124). 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

Betty  Southard  Murphy, 
Administrator,  Wage  and  Hour 
Division,  UJS.  Department  of  Labor. 

§  522.24  Special  minimum  wage  rates. 

(a)  The  special  minimum  rates  of 
learners  employed  in  occupations  for 
which  a  320-hour  period  is  authorized 
under  §  522.23(a)  shall  during  that  pe¬ 
riod  be  not  less  than  $1.85  an  hour  until 
December  31. 1974,  at  not  less  than  $1.95 
an  hour  between  January  1,  1975  and 
December  31,  1975,  and  thereafter  not 
less  than  $2.15  an  hour. 

(b)  The  rates  for  experience  work¬ 
ers  in  any  one  of  the  occupations  shown 
in  1  522.23(a)  for  which  a  320-hour 
learning  period  is  authorized,  who  are 
being  retrained  under  the  terms  of  a 
learner  certificate  in  any  other  occupa¬ 
tion  shown  in  that  paragraph  having 
such  a  320-hour  maximum  period,  shall 
be  not  less  than  $1.85  an  hour  for  the 
first  160  hours  and  not  less  than  $1.90  an 
hour  for  the  remaining  160  hours  until 
December  31,  1974,  not  less  than  $1.95 
an  hour  for  the  first  160  hours  and  not 
less  than  $2.00  an  hour  for  the  remaining 
160  hours  between  January  1,  1975  and 
December  31,  1975,  and  thereafter  not 
less  than  $2.15  an  hour  for  the  first  160 
hours  of  the  320-hour  learning  period 
and  not  less  than  $2.20  an  hour  for  the 
remaining  160  hours. 

(c)  The  rates  for  learners  employed 
in  the  occupation  of  final  inspection  of 
assembled  garments  under  8 522.23(b) 
shall  be  not  less  than  $1.90  an  hour  dur¬ 
ing  the  authorized  160-hour  learning 


period  until  December  31,  1975,  not  less 
than  $2.00  an  hour  during  such  author¬ 
ised  learning  period  between  January  1, 

1975  and  December  31,  1975,  and  there¬ 
after  not  less  than  $2.20  an  hour  during 
such  authorized  learning  period. 

(d)  The  rates  for  learners  employed  in 
any  occupation,  other  than  final  inspec¬ 
tion  of  assembled  garments,  for  which 
a  160-hour  learning  period  is  authorized 
in  |  522.23  (a)  or  (b)  shall  be  not  less 
than  $1.85  an  hour  during  such  period 
until  December  31,  1974,  not  less  than 
$1.95  an  hour  during  such  period  between 
January  1,  1975  and  December  31,  1975, 
and  thereafter  not  less  than  $2.15  an 
hour  during  such  learning  period. 

(e)  The  earnings  of  learners  employed 
in  occupations  in  which  experienced 
workers  are  compensated  on  a  piece- 
rate  basis  shall  be  based  on  those  piece 
rates  when  they  yield  more  than  the  au¬ 
thorized  special  minimum  wage  rates,  in 
accordance  with  8  552.6(J). 

(f)  No  experienced  worker  shall  be 
employed  under  the  terms  of  a  learner 
certificate,  except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section  and  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  8  522.23. 

§  522.35  Special  minimum  rates. 

(a)  The  special  minimum  rate  which 
may  be  authorized  in  special  certificates 
Issued  in  the  knitted  wear  industry  shall 
be  not  less  than  $1.90  an  hour  until  De¬ 
cember  31,  1974,  not  less  than  $2.00  an 
hour  between  January  1,  1975  and  De¬ 
cember  31,  1975,  and  thereafter  not  less 
than  $2.20  an  hour. 

§  522.43  Learner  occupations,  learning 
periods  and  special  minimum  rates. 

(a)  A  person  who  has  had  no  pre¬ 
vious  experience  in  any  of  the  following 
occupations  in  the  hosiery  Industry  may 
be  employed  as  a  learner  in  any  one  of 
the  occupations  for  the  maximum  num¬ 
ber  of  hours  and  at  the  special  rates 
set  out  in  subparagraphs  (1)  through 
(9)  of  this  paragraph. 

(1)  In  the  seamless  branch,  knitting 
(transfer  top  only)  and  looping,  for  960 
hours,  at  not  less  than  $1.85  an  hour  for 
the  first  480  hours  and  at  not  less  than 
$1,925  for  the  remaining  480  hours  until 
December  31,  1974,  not  less  than  $1.95 
an  hour  for  the  first  480  hours  and  not 
less  than  $2,025  for  the  remaining  480 
hours  between  January  1,  1975  and  De¬ 
cember  31,  1975,  and  thereafter  not  less 
than  $2.10  for  the  first  480  hours  and 
not  less  than  $2,225  for  the  remaining 
480  hours. 

(2)  In  the  seamless  branch,  pairing 
(women’s  nylon)  and  mending  (women’s 
nylon),  for  720  hours  at  not  less  than 
$1.85  an  hour  for  the  first  360  hours  and 
at  not  less  than  $1,925  for  the  remaining 
360  hours  until  December  31.  1974,  not 
less  than  $1.95  an  hour  for  the  first  360 
hours  and  not  less  than  $2,025  for  the 
remaining  360  hours  between  January  1, 
1975  and  December  31,  1975,  and  there¬ 
after  not  less  than  $2.15  for  the  first 
360  hours  and  not  less  than  $2,225  for 
the  remaining  360  hours. 

(3)  In  the  seamless  branch,  topping, 
welting,  and  mending  (other  than  Wom¬ 


en’s  nylon),  for  480  hours,  at  not  less 
than  $1.85  an  hour  until  December  31, 
1974,  not  less  than  $1.95  between  Janu¬ 
ary  1.  1975  and  December  31,  1975,  and 
thereafter  not  less  than  $2.15  an  hour. 

(4)  In  the  seamless  branch,  boarding 
(women’s  nylon) ,  folding  (women’s  ny¬ 
lon  and  rayon)  and  pairing  (other  than 
women’s  nylon),  for  360  hours,  at  not 
less  than  $1.85  an  hour  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1974,  at  not  less  than  $1.95  an 
hour  between  January  1,  1975  and  De¬ 
cember  31,  1975,  and  thereafter  at  not 
less  than  $2.15  an  horn*. 

(5)  in  the  seamless  branch,  knitting 
(except  transfer  top) ,  seaming,  examin¬ 
ing  and  inspection,  folding  (other  than 
women’s  nylon  and  rayon) ,  and  boarding 
(other  than  women’s  nylon),  for  240 
hours,  at  not  less  than  $1.85  an  hour  until 
December  31, 1974,  at  not  less  than  $1.95 
an  hour  between  January  1,  1975  and 
December  31, 1975,  and  thereafter  at  not 
less  than  $2.15  an  hour. 

(6)  In  the  full-fashioiied  branch, 
seaming  (leg  and  foot) ,  for  960  hours,  at 
not  less  than  $1.90  for  the  first  480  hours 
and  $1,975  for  the  remaining  480  hours 
until  December  31, 1974,  at  not  less  than 
$2.00  for  the  first  480  horns  and  $2,075 
for  the  remaining  480  hours  between 
January  1, 1975  and  December  1975,  and 
thereafter  at  not  less  than  $2.20  for  the 
first  480  hours  and  at  not  less  than  $2,275 
for  the  remaining  480  hours. 

(7)  In  the  full-fashioned  branch, 
pairing  and  mending,  for  720  hours  at 
not  less  than  $1.90  an  hour  for  the  first 
360  hours  and  not  less  than  $1,975  an 
hour  for  the  remaining  360  hours  until 
December  31, 1974,  at  not  less  than  $2.00 
an  hour  for  the  first  360  hours  and  at  not 
less  than  $2,075  for  the  remaining  36 
hours  between  January  1,  1975  and  De¬ 
cember  31,  1975,  and  thereafter  at  not 
less  than  $2.20  for  the  first  360  hours  and 
at  not  less  than  $2,275  for  the  remaining 
360  hours. 

(8)  m  the  full-fashioned  branch, 
boarding  and  folding,  for  360  hours,  at 
not  less  than  $1.90  an  hour  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1974,  at  not  less  than  $2.00  an 
hour  between  January  1,  1975  and  De¬ 
cember  31,  1975,  and  thereafter  at  not 
less  than  $2.20  an  hour. 

(9)  In  the  full-fashioned  branch,  ex¬ 
amining  and  Inspecting,  and  seaming 
(sewing — other  than  leg  and  foot),  for 
240  hours,  at  not  less  than  $1.90  an  hour 
until  December  31, 1974,  at  not  less  than 
$2.00  an  hour  between  January  1,  1975 
and  December  31,  1975,  and  thereafter 
at  not  less  than  $2.20  an  hour. 

(10)  For  purposes  of  subparagraphs 
(2)  and  (7)  of  this  paragraph,  the  oc¬ 
cupation  of  mending  is  defined  as  the 
process  of  hand-mending  hosiery,  either 
in  the  grelge  or  finished  condition,  ex¬ 
cluding  snagging  or  scratching  per¬ 
formed  as  a  full-time  and  continuous 
process,  and  excluding  the  operation  of 
various  types  of  mending  machines, 
such  as  Vitos,  Vanitas,  Stelos  or  Marvel, 
except  where  the  operation  of  such  ma¬ 
chines  is  incidental  to  the  hand-mend- 
Ing  operation  and  the  use  of  such 
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machinery  is  an  adjunct  to  the  hand¬ 
mending  process.  For  purposes  ol  sub- 
paragraphs  (6)  and  (9)  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  the  occupation  of  seaming  (leg 
and  foot)  Is  defined  as  the  joining  of 
the  sides  of  full-fashioned  fabric  from 
toe  to  the  top  of  the  welt,  to  form  the 
hosiery. 

(d)  A  worker  who  has  had  full  train¬ 
ing  in  any  authorized  learner  occupation 
may  be  transferred  to  any  other  learner 
occupation  for  a  period  not  to  exceed 
one-half  of  the  learning  period  author¬ 
ized  for  the  occupation  at  not  less  than 
$1,925  an  hour  in  the  seamless  branch 
and  at  not  less  than  $1,075  an  hour  in 
the  full-fashioned  branch  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1974,  at  not  less  than  $2,025  an 
hour  in  the  seamless  branch  and  at  not 
less  than  $2,075  an  hour  in  the  full- 
fashioned  branch  between  January  1, 
1975  and  December  31,  1975,  and  there¬ 
after  at  not  less  than  $2,225  an  hour  in 
the  seamless  branch  and  at  not  less  than 
$2,275  an  hour  in  the  full-fashioned 
branch.  A  worker  who  has  had  partial 
training  in  any  authorized  learner 
occupation  may  be  transferred  to  any 
other  learner  occupation  for  either:  (1) 

A  period  not  to  exceed  one-half  of  the 
learning  period  authorized  for  that 
occupation,  at  not  less  than  $1,925  an 
hour  in  the  seamless  branch  and  at  not 
less  than  $1,975  an  hour  in  the  full- 
fashioned  branch  until  December  31, 
1974,  at  not  less  than  $2,025  an  hour  in 
the  seamless  branch  an  1  at  not  less  than 
$2,075  an  hour  in  the  full-fashioned 
branch  between  January  1,  1975  and 
December  31, 1975,  and  thereafter  at  not 
less  than  $2,225  an  hour  in  the  seamless 
branch  and  at  not  less  than  $2,275  an 
hour  in  the  full-fashioned  branch;  or 
(2)  the  balance  of  the  number  of  hours 
permitted  as  a  learning  period  for  the 
occupation  to  which  he  or  she  is  being 
transferred,  at  the  applicable  special 
minimum  rates  set  forth  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section:  Provided,  however. 
That  (i)  no  worker  may  be  employed  as 
a  learner  at  learner  rates  in  more  than 
two  authorized  occupations;  (ii)  no 
worker  who  has  completed  the  authorized 
learning  period  in  the  occupation  of  pair¬ 
ing  may  be  employed  as  a  learner  at 
learner  rates  in  the  occupations  of  fold¬ 
ing  or  inspection;  and  (iii)  no  worker 
who  has  completed  the  authorized  learn¬ 
ing  period  may  be  employed  as  a  learner 
at  learner  rates  when  transferring  from 
the  seamless  branch  of  the  hosiery  in¬ 
dustry  to  the  full-fashioned  or  from  the 
full-fashioned  branch  to  the  seamless, 
if  the  worker  is  employed  in  the  same 
occupation  as  that  in  which  he  or  she  has 
been  previously  employed. 

§  522.65  Special  minimum  rates. 

(a)  The  special  minimum  rates  which 
may  be  authorized  in  special  certificates 
issued  in  the  glove  industry  shall  be  as 
.  follows:  (1)  In  the  leather  glove,  woven 
or  knit  fabric  glove,  and  knitted  glove 
branches  of  the  industry,  not  less  than 
$1.85  an  hour  for  the  first  320  horns  and 
at  not  less  than  $1.95  an  hour  for  the  re¬ 
maining  160  hours  until  December  31, 


1974,  at  not  less  than  $1.95  an  hour  for 
the  first  320  hours  and  at  not  less  than 
$2.05  an  hour  for  the  remaining  160  hours 
between  January  1,  1975  and  December 
31,  1975,  and  thereafter  at  not  less  than 
$2.15  for  the  first  320  hours  and  not  less 
than  $2.25  for  the  remaining  160  hours; 
and  (2)  in  the  work  glove  branch  of  the 
industry,  not  less  than  $1.35  an  hour  for 
the  first  320  hours  and  not  less  than  $1.90 
an  hour  for  the  remaining  160  hours 
until  December  31,  1974,  at  not  less  than 
$1.95  an  hour  for  the  first  320  hours  and 
not  less  than  $2.00  an  hour  for  the  re¬ 
maining  160  hours  between  January  1, 
1975  and  December  31,  1975,  and  there¬ 
after  at  not  less  than  $2.15  for  the  first 
320  hours  and  not  less  than  $2.20  an 
hour  for  the  remaining  160  hours. 

§  522.85  Special  minimum  rales. 

(a)  The  special  minimum  rates  which 
may  be  authorized  in  special  certificates 
issued  in  the  cigar  industry  shall  be:  (1) 

In  the  occupations  of  cigar  machine  op¬ 
erating  and  cigar  packing,  not  less  than 
$1.85  an  hour  until  December  31,  1974, 
not  less  than  $1.95  an  hour  between  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1975  and  December  31,  1975,  and 
thereafter  not  less  than  $2.15  an  hour; 
(.2:  In  the  occupations  of  hand  rolling 
and  hand  bunch  making,  not  less  than 
$1.85  an  hour  for  the  first  480  hours  and 
$1,925  for  the  second  480  hours  until 
December  31,  1974,  not  less  than  $1.95 
an  hour  for  the  first  480  hours  and  $2,025 
for  the  second  480  hours  between  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1975  and  December  31,  1975,  and 
thereafter  not  less  than  $2.15  for  the  first 
480  hours  and  $2,225  for  the  second  480 
hours;  (3)  in  the  occupation  of  hand 
making  Italian  stogies,  not  less  than  $1.85 
an  hour  for  the  first  320  hours  and  $1,925 
an  hour  for  the  second  320  hours  until 
December  31,  1974,  not  less  than  $1.95 
an  hour  for  the  first  320  hours  and  $2,025 
an  hour  for  the  second  320  hours  and 
between  January  1,  1975  and  December 
31,  1975,  and  thereafter  not  less  than 
$2.15  an  hour  for  the  first  320  hours  and 
$2,225  an  hour  for  the  second  320  hours; 
and  (4)  in  the  occupations  of  hand 
stripping  and  machine  stripping,  not 
less  than  $1.85  an  hour  until  December 
31,  1974,  not  less  than  $1.95  an  hour  be¬ 
tween  January  1,  1975  and  December 
31,  1975,  thereafter  not  less  than  $2.15 
an  hour. 

[FR  Doc. 74-18636  Filed  8-13-74;  8: 45  am] 


CHAPTER  XVII— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  1952— APPROVED  STATE  PLANS 
FOR  ENFORCEMENT  OF  STATE  STAND¬ 
ARDS 

PART  1954 — PROCEDURES  FOR  THE 
EVALUATION  AND  MONITORING  OF  AP¬ 
PROVED  STATE  PLANS 

Recordkeeping  and  Reporting 
Requirements 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  In  sections 
8(c)(1),  8(d).  8(g)(2)  and  18  of  the 
Occupational  Safety  and  ^Health  Act  of 


1970  (29  U.S.C.  657(c),  657(d),  657(g), 
and  667)  (hereinafter  called  the  Act), 

29  CFR  Part  1952,  “Approved  State 
Plans  for  Enforcement  of  State  Stand¬ 
ards”  is  amended  by  adding  to  Subpart  A, 
“General  Provisions  and  Conditions,”  a 
new  §  1952.4  providing  for  coordination 
of  the  Federal  and  State  recordkeeping 
and  reporting  systems  in  the  area  of 
occupational  injuries  and  illnesses  and  a 
prohibition  on  the  use  of  survey  data  to 
identify  specific  employers  for  enforce¬ 
ment  purposes. 

Section  24  of  the  Act  requires  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  to  “develop  and  maintain 
an  effective  program  of  collection,  com¬ 
pilation  and  analysis  of  occupational 
safety  and  heatlh  statistics”.  To  carry 
out  the  Secretary’s  function,  “employers 
shall  file  such  reports  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  as  he  shall  prescribe  by  regulation, 
as  necessary  to  carry  out  the  functions 
of  the  Act”.  Under  section  24(e),  these 
reports  are  to  be  based  on  records  made 
and  kept  pursuant  to  the  requirements 
of  section  8(c)(1)  of  the  Act,  which  are 
implemented  in  29  CFR  Part  1904. 

When  a  State  has  an  approved  plan 
under  section  18  of  the  Act,  the  State  is 
obligated  by  section  18(c)  (7)  to  require 
employers  to  make  reports  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Labor  in  the  same  manner  as  if 
the  plan  were  not  in  effect.  This  require¬ 
ment,  therefore,  as  provided  in  29  CFR 
1902.3  (k)  means  that  a  State  must  pro¬ 
vide  that  the  reports  also  be  based  on 
records  maintained  and  kept  in  the  same 
manner  and  to  the  same  extent  as  if  the 
plan  were  not  in  effect.  To  meet  these 
criteria,  States  receiving  plan  approval 
are  required  to  adopt  regulations  sub¬ 
stantially  identical  to  29  CFR  Part  1904, 
“Recording  and  Reporting  Occupational 
Injuries  and  Illnesses,”  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  that  State  regulations  may  provide 
coverage  for  employers  of  seven  or  less. 

This  uniformity,  mandated  by  the  Act 
and  implementing  regulations,  is  re¬ 
quired  because  of  the  nature  of  statis¬ 
tical  information.  A  statistic  from  a 
single  establishment  covered  by  the  Act 
achieves  its  primary  purpose  only  when 
aggregated  with  similar  statistics  from 
other  establishments  to  form  a  valid  set 
of  information.  Because  the  aggregative 
process  requires  uniformity  and  control, 
even  slight  deviations  are  undesirable. 
Therefore,  the  regulations  provide  that 
States  with  approved  plans  must  con¬ 
form  reporting  and  recordkeeping  re¬ 
quirements  under  their  plans  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  recordkeeping  and  reporting  regula¬ 
tions.  For  the  same  reason  the  regula¬ 
tions  state  that,  exceptions  or  variances 
from  recordkeeping  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  shall  be  granted  only  by  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Bureau  of  La¬ 
bor  Statistics,  to  insure  that  the  uni¬ 
formity  and  consistency  of  the  data  are 
maintained. 

Apart  from  the  required  recordkeeping 
provisions  in  approved  State  plans,  all 
the  States  may  participate  in  the  peri¬ 
odic  surveys  of  occupational  injuries  and 
illnesses  conducted  by  the  Commissioner 
of  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  under 
section  24  of  the  Act  and  §§  1904.20  and 
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1904.21  of  this  chapter.  (See  delegation 
of  authority  in  Secretary’s  Order  No. 
12-71,  36  FR«8754).  Employers  selected 
in  the  sample  survey  must  complete  the 
Occupational  Injuries  and  Illnesses  Sur¬ 
vey  Form,  OSHA,  No.  103  or  correspond¬ 
ing  State  forms  promptly  upon  receipt. 
Even  where  the  State  participates  with 
the  Commissioner  in  the  survey,  §  1904.22 
of  this  chapter  provides  that  nothing  in 
an  approved  State  plan  will  affect  this 
obligation  of  selected  employers.  Since 
the  employers’  obligation  is  not  affected, 
it  is  vital  that  any  information  obtained 
from  employers  selected  for  the  survey 
not  be  affected  by  actions  taken  under 
an  approved  State  plan.  In  the  periodic 
survey,  data  is  collected  on  the  basis 
that  it  will  not  be  used  to  identify  the 
employers  for  Inspection  and  compliance 
purposes.  This  is  because  the  employers 
have  been  randomly  selected  from  a 
sample  of  the  universe  covered  by  the 
survey  and  the  use  of  the  data  required 
from  these  employers  to  identify  them 
for  inspection  or  preparation  for  inspec¬ 
tion,  would  be  discriminatory  since  their 
selection  in  the  sample  was  fortuitous. 
The  use  of  such  reported  information  to 
single  out  employers  for  inspection  may 
also  jeopardize  the  integrity  of  the  data. 

Employers  required  to  respond  to  the 
data  requirements  must  have  the  same 
impetus  for  unguarded  response  where 
State  enforcement  of  occupational  safety 
and  health  standards  operates,  as  where 
the  Federal  does.  Therefore  the  regula¬ 
tions  provide  that  this  data,  when  col¬ 
lected  by  the  States,  shall  toot  be  used 
to  identify  specific  employers  for  en¬ 
forcement  purposes.  Even  though  the 
survey  data  may  not  be  used  as  the  basis 
for  inspecting  individual  employers  in 
the  survey,  the  OSHA  103  data  may  be 
aggregated  by  industry  and  employment 
size  group  within  the  State  or  county  to 
provide  direction  for  scheduling  inspec¬ 
tions.  Certainly  inclusion  in  the  survey 
should  not  preclude  any  employer  from 
being  inspected  as  a  result  of  a  catas¬ 
trophe,  an  employee  complaint  under 
State  or  Federal  law,  or  from  being  iden¬ 
tified  through  analysis  of  data  from 
sources  other  than  the  OSHA  103  survey. 
In  addition,  although  original  OSHA  103 
reports  or  copies  must  be  retained  by  the 
State  statistical  grant  agency,  informa¬ 
tion  on  injuries  and  illnesses  by  extent 
and  outcome  as  well  as  establishment  in¬ 
cidence  rates  may  be  released  separately 
to  authorized  personnel  to  provide  back¬ 
ground  data  on  employers  already  sched¬ 
uled  for  compliance  purposes.  However, 
the  data  must  be  classified  by  relative 
classes  or  groupings,  not  specific  em¬ 
ployers,  to  prevent  specific  data  disclos¬ 
ures.  Compliance  officers  should  utilize 
the  essential  OSHA  records,  i.e.  OSHA 
Forms  100,  101,  102,  and  corresponding 
State  forms,  available  at  the  establish¬ 
ment  during  the  course  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion,  rather  than  the  OSHA  103  reports. 

29  CFR  Part  1954,  “Procedures  for  the 
Evaluation  and  Monitoring  of  Approved 
State  Plans”,  is  also  amended  to  assure 
a  uniform  policy  of  enforcement  with  re¬ 
spect  to  recordkeeping  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  in  States  with  approved 


plans.  Under  §  1904.10  of  this  chapter, 
records  maintained  by  employers  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  ap¬ 
proved  State  plans  shall  be  considered 
compliance  with  the  Federal  require¬ 
ments  in  29  CFR  Part  1904.  This  substi¬ 
tution  of  State  for  Federal  requirements 
where  the  State  requirements  meet 
the  specifications  in  the  Act  and  im¬ 
plementing  regulations  is  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  section  8(d)  of  the  Act  which 
states  that  any  information  required  by 
the  Secretary  or  a  State  agency  shall  be 
obtained  with  a  minimum  burden  upon 
employers. 

The  new  §  1952.4  of  this  chapter  and 
the  conforming  amendment  to  §  1954.3 
of  this  chapter  include  statements  of 
policy,  interpretations  of  the  Act  and 
implementing  regulations  respecting  rec¬ 
ordkeeping  and  reporting  requirements. 
Regulations  dealing  with  statutory  in¬ 
terpretations  and  policy  statements  do 
not  require  a  public  comment  period 
prior  to  becoming  effective  (Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  553(b)(3) 

(A) ). 

In  addition,  the  Assistant  Secretary, 
in  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  553(b)(3) 

(B)  finds  that  good  cause  exists  for  not 
delaying  the  effective  date  of  these  regu¬ 
lations  because  they  merely  codify  exist¬ 
ing  requirements  and  procedures  which 
have  been  incorporated  in  each  approved 
State  plan  and  public  comment  would  be 
unnecessary. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  sections  8(g)  (2),  18  and  24 
of  the  Act,  29  CFR  1952.4  and  29  CFR 
1954.3  are  amended  as  follows.  The 
amendments  shall  be  effective  August  14, 
1974. 

1.  The  existing  §  1952.4  is  amended  by 
deleting  the  words  “Changes.  [Reserved]” 
and  adding  to  Subpart  A  the  following: 

•  •  •  •  * 

§  1932.4  Recordkeeping  and  reporting 

requirements. 

(a)  States  must  adopt  recordkeeping 
and  reporting  regulations  which  are  sub¬ 
stantially  identical  to  29  CFR  Part  1904 
“Recording  and  Reporting  Occupational 
injuries  and  Illnesses”  except  for  §  1904.- 
13  of  this  chapter,  which  provides  for 
variances.  In  addition,  a  State  may  ex¬ 
tend  these  requirements  to  employers 
with  seven  or  less  employees. 

(b)  Employer  petitions  for  variances 
or  exceptions  to  State  recordkeeping  and 
reporting  requirements  under  an  ap¬ 
proved  plan  must  be  obtained  from  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  of  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor.  Therefore,  a  State 
may  not  grant  a  variance  to  recordkeep¬ 
ing  and  reporting  requirements  under 
their  own  procedures. 

(c)  In  order  to  preserve  the  uniformity 
of  statistics,  a  State  must  recognize  all 
variances  granted  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics. 

(d)  A  State  is  not  prohibited  from  re¬ 
quiring  supplementary  reporting  or  rec¬ 
ordkeeping  data,  but  such  additional  data 
must  be  approved  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  to  insure  that  there  will  be  no 
interference  with  the  primary  uniform 
reporting  objectives. 


(e)  Data  obtained  from  employers  in 
the  periodic  survey  conducted  pursuant 
to  29  CFR  1904.21  (OSHA  Form  103  and 
corresponding  State  forms)  shall  not  be 
used  to  identify  specific  employers  for 
enforcement  purposes. 

•  •  •  •  * 


2.  Section  1954.3  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (d)(1)  (iii)  (formerly 
“[Reserved]”)  to  read  as  follows : 

§  1934.3  Exercise  of  Federal  discre¬ 
tionary  authority. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(d)(1)  *  •  • 

(iii)  Subject  to  pertinent  findings  of 
effectiveness  under  this  part,  and  ap¬ 
proval  under  Subparts  B  and  F  of  Part 
1953,  Federal  enforcement  proceedings 
will  not  be  initiated  where  an  employer 
is  in  compliance  with  the  recordkeeping 
and  reporting  requirements  of  an  ap¬ 
proved  State  plan  as  provided  in  $  1952.4 
of  this  chapter. 

(Secs.  8  and  18,  Pub.  L.  91-596,  84  Stat.  1598 
and  1608  (29  U.S.C.  657,  667)  ) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  8th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[PR  Doc.74-18687  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 

Title  31 — Money  and  Finance:  Treasury 

CHAPTER  V— OFFICE  OF  FOREIGN  AS¬ 
SETS  CONTROL,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 
TREASURY 

PART  515— CUBAN  ASSETS  CONTROL 
REGULATIONS 

Interpretations  and  Licensing  Policy 
Statements;  Corrections 

The  last  two  words  of  §  515.545(b)  (6) 
were  inadvertently  omitted  from  the  text 
as  published  in  39  FR  25318,  July  10, 
1974.  As  corrected,  5  515.545  (b)(6) 
reads: 

(6)  Statement  of  all  sales  of  materials 
imported,  showing  the  number  sold,  the 
amounts  deposited  in  blocked  accounts 
and  the  name  and  address  of  the  domes¬ 
tic  banks  where  the  accounts  are  located. 

The  word  "amount”  in  S  515.552(a) 
(2),  line  4,  as  published  in  39  FR  25319 
was  inadvertently  substituted  for  the 
word  “account.”  As  corrected,  5  515.552 
(a)  (2)  reads: 

(2)  As  an  alternative  procedure  at  the 
option  of  the  applicant,  payment  may  be 
licensed  of  the  total  amount  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  into  a  blocked  account  in  a  domes¬ 
tic  bank  in  the  names  of  the  benefici¬ 
aries,  subject  to  the  condition  that  the 
account  is  designated  as  blocked  by  rea¬ 
son  of  the  interest  of  the  deceased  insured 
in  the  policy  since  July  8,  1963.  Licenses 
may  subsequently  be  issued  authorizing 
payments  from  such  blocked  account  to 
non-blocked  beneficiaries  provided  that 
the  balance  remains  equal  to  the  cash 
surrender  value  of  the  policy  on  the  date 
of  the  insured’s  death,  and  accrued 
interest. 

Section  515.556,  as  published  in  39  FR 
25319,  should  be  corrected  to  substitute 
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in  line  4  the  words  “in  the  authorized 
trade  territory”  for  the  words  “outside 
Cuba.”  As  corrected  S  515.556  reads: 

§  515.556  Accounts  of  Cuban  Citizens 

Outside  Cuba. 

Section  515.521  authorizes  the  release 
of  $100  per  month  for  living  expenses 
from  blocked  accounts  of  Cuban  citizens 
in  any  country  in  the  authorized  trade 
territory  who  resided  in  Cuba  on  or  after 
July  8,  1963.  This  amount  may  be  in¬ 
creased  if  the  applicant  is  able  to  estab¬ 
lish  that  such  increase  is  reasonable  and 
necessary. 

[seal]  Stanley  L.  Sommerfield, 

Acting  Director, 

Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Control. 

|  PR  Doc.74-18691  Filed  8-13-74; 8:45  am] 

Title  47 — Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 

COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 
[Docket  No.  19832,  RM-2086;  PCC  74-855] 

PART  73 — RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broadcast 
Stations 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
5  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations  (Knoxville  and  Jef¬ 
ferson  City,  Tenn.). 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  the  proposal  to  assign 
Channel  257A  to  Knoxville,  Tennessee, 
as  a  fourth  FM  assignment  upon  which 
rulemaking  was  instituted  herein  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  a  petition  of  Morgan  Broad¬ 
casting  Company  (Morgan  Broadcast¬ 
ing),  licensee  of  Station  WSKT,  a 
daytime-only  AM  station  at  Knoxville. 
(Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  released 
October  1,  1973,  FCC  73-1010,  38  FR 
27624.)  Supporting  comments  were  filed 
by  Morgan  Broadcasting  in  which  it  af¬ 
firms  its  intent  to  apply  for  use  of  Chan¬ 
nel  257A  at  Knoxville  if  its  proposal  is 
adopted.  Opposing  comments  were  filed 
by  Dallas  C.  Coffman  (Coffman) ,  Morris¬ 
town,  Tennessee,  in  which  he  counter¬ 
proposes  that  Channel  257A  be  assigned 
to  Jefferson  City,  Tennessee,  for  a  first 
FM  assignment  and  a  first  nighttime 
aural  broadcast  service  instead  of  to 
Knoxville.  His  comments  also  evidence 
his  intent  to  apply  for  use  of  Channel 
257A  for  a  Jefferson  City  FM  station  if 
his  counterproposal  is  adopted.  No  other 
comments  on  thes  conflicting  Knoxville 
and  Jefferson  City  Channel  257A  pro¬ 
proposals  were  received,  and  their  propo¬ 
nents  confine  their  comments  to  their  re¬ 
spective  proposals. 

Knoxville  Channel  257A  Proposal 

2.  As  the  Notice  indicates,  Morgan 
Broadcasting’s  proposal  to  assign  Chan¬ 
nel  257A  to  Knoxville  was  deemed  to 
merit  further  consideration  in  rule  mak¬ 
ing  since  Knoxville  (1970  population, 
174,587),  with  but  three  Class  C  FM 
channels  assigned  (Channels  248,  278 
and  299) ,  all  occupied,  is  of  a  size  to  qual¬ 
ify  for  a  fourth  FM  assignment  by  our 
assignment  criteria.  Its  petition  evi¬ 


denced  Knoxville’s  potential  for  con¬ 
tinued  growth  and  of  existing  demand 
for  an  additional  local  FM  service  there, 
and  it  appeared  that  the  proposed 
Knoxville  Channel  257A  assignment 
might  be  warranted  but  for  certain  pos¬ 
sible  countervailing  reasons  which  rule 
making  would  provide  needed  opportu¬ 
nity  to  evaluate  more  fully.  The  areas  of 
possible  concern  and  upon  which  addi¬ 
tional  information  and  comments  were 
specifically  requested  in  the  notice  in¬ 
cluded  (1)  the  critical  question  of 
whether  a  Knoxville  Channel  257A  sta¬ 
tion  would  be  able  to  provide  the  requisite 
signal  for  principal  city  service  over 
Knoxville  in  light  of  spacing  restrictions 
on  selection  of  an  antenna  site;  (2)  ques¬ 
tions  as  to  the  preclusionary  impact  of 
the  proposed  assignment  upon  assign¬ 
ments  to  other  communities;  and  (3)  a 
question  as  to  justification  for  assigning 
a  Class  A  channel  to  Knoxville  in  light  of 
our  policy  against  the  intermixture  of 
different  classes  of  assignments  in  the 
same  community. 

3.  In  its  comments,  Morgan  Broad¬ 
casting  incorporates  by  reference  those 
contained  in  its  petition  on  the  intermix¬ 
ture  and  preclusion  questions  and  pre¬ 
sents  a  further  showing  in  an  accom¬ 
panying  engineering  exhibit  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  a  IJnoxville  Channel  257A 
station  would  be  able  to  provide  the  re¬ 
quired  70  dBu  signal  for  principal- 
community  service  over  the  entire  city 
from  a  site  meeting  spacing  require¬ 
ments.  Its  showing  in  this  regard  is  not 
persuasive. 

4.  Channel  257A  could  be  assigned  and 
used  at  Knoxville  consistent  with  all 
mileage  separation  requirements  only  if 
a  Knoxville  Channel  2 57 A  station  were 
to  operate  from  a  transmitter  site  lo¬ 
cated  in  and  around  the  eastern  section 
of  Knoxville  meeting  the  required  65- 
mile  separation  from  the  co-channel  sta¬ 
tion  (WAEW-FM)  at  Crossville,  Tennes¬ 
see,  which  is  located  but  61.8  miles  from 
the  Knoxville  reference  point.  To  estab¬ 
lish  that  a  Class  A  station  would  be  able 
to  provide  all  of  Knoxville  with  the 
requisite  city-grade  signal  from  a  trans¬ 
mitter  site  in  this  area,  Morgan  Broad¬ 
casting  ran  profile  radials  from  a  speci¬ 
fied  site  in  this  area  over  two  paths,  as 
shown  in  its  engineering  exhibit.  It 
maintains  that  from  the  specified  site 
(1,200  feet  above  mean  sea  level),  a  270' 
radial  would  yield  a  height  of  945  feet 
above  average  terrain  between  two  to 
ten  miles  from  the  site  and  that  a  315' 
radial  would  yield  a  height  of  1,008  feet 
above  average  terrain  between  two  to 
ten  miles  from  the  site;  that,  in  view  of 
the  extremely  high  terrain  in  other  di¬ 
rections,  a  250  foot  supporting  tower 
would  provide  a  height  of  300  feet  above 
average  terrain;  and  that,  with  the  cen¬ 
ter  of  the  radiator  at  1,435  feet  above 
mean  sea  level,  the  center  of  the  FM 
antenna  would  be  490  feet  above  average 
terrain  on  the  270'  radial  and  427  feet 
above  average  terrain  on  the  315'  radial. 
Morgan  Broadcasting  maintains  that  If 
its  projected  station  were  to  operate  with 
effective  radiated  power  of  three  kilo¬ 


watts,  its  70  dBu  contour  would  extend 
11  miles  on  the  270'  radial  and  10  miles 
on  the  315'  radial  and  would  thus  easily 
cover  all  of  Knoxville  with  a  70  dBu  con¬ 
tour  in  full  compliance  with  §  73.315  of 
the  rules. 

5.  However,  our  examination  of  the 
topography  of  the  areas  involved,  which 
is  alleged  but  not  shown  to  consist  of 
extremely  high  terrain,  shows  that  the 
ground  elevation  on  five  of  six  radials 
(O',  45',  90°,  180°,  and  225°)  ranges  be¬ 
tween  900  feet  and  1,100  feet  above  mean 
sea  level  (similar  to  270°  and  315*  ra¬ 
dials).  Therefore,  if  the  antenna  were 
to  be  used  at  the  projected  height  of 
1,435  feet  above  mean  sea  level,  the  max¬ 
imum  allowed  antenna  height  of  300  feet 
above  average  terrain  (averaged  over 
eight  radials)  would  be  exceeded,  and 
the  effective  radiated  power  would  have 
to  be  reduced  accordingly  to  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  5  73.211(b)(2)  of  the 
rules.  If  the  power  of  the  station  were 
to  be  reduced  below  three  kilowatts,  as 
this  would  require,  its  70  dBu  contour  on 
the  270°  radial  would  not  extend  11  miles, 
but  something  less,  and  the  projected 
station  would  not  comply  with  the  sig¬ 
nal  requirements  of  §  73.315  of  the  rules 
for  serving  Knoxville.  We  therefore  are 
not  convinced  by  Morgan  Broadcasting’s 
showing  that  a  Knoxville  Channel  257A 
station  would  be  able  to  comply  with  the 
technical  requirements  of  the  rules  for 
coverage  of  Knoxville  and  believe  that  its 
Channel  257A  proposal  for  Knoxville  is 
technically  unsuitable  for  adoption. 

6.  Having  reached  this  decision,  we 
may  dispense  with  any  further  consider¬ 
ation  of  Morgan  Broadcasting’s  Knox¬ 
ville  proposal  including  such  matters  as 
its  claimed  advantages  and  possible 
drawbacks  (such  as  intermixture  and 
preclusion  questions)  which  were  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  Notice  but  which  were  not 
further  discussed  by  the  petitioner  in  its 
comments.  Since  we  have  decided  that 
the  Knoxville  Channel  257A  proposal  is 
technically  unsuitable  for  adoption,  it 
will  also  not  be  necessary  to  evaluate  its 
merits  vis-a-vis  the  conflicting  Coffman 
counterproposal  for  the  assignment  of 
Channel  257A  to  Jefferson  City.  We, 
therefore,  now  proceed  to  consider  that 
proposal  on  its  individual  merits. 

Jefferson  City  Channel  257A 
Counterproposal 

7.  In  the  Notice  it  was  pointed  out  that 
Channel  257A  might  be  assigned  to  other 
Tennessee  communities,  such  as  Jeffer¬ 
son  City  (population,  5,124) ,  Alcoa  (pop¬ 
ulation,  7,739)  or  Maryville  (population, 
13,808)-,  all  without  an  FM  assignment 
and  with  only  one  AM  outlet  ( daytime  - 
only  operations  at  Jefferson  City  and 
Alcoa),  if  not  foreclosed  by  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  Channel  257A  to  Knoxville,  and 
if  suitable  antenna  sites  are  available.1 
While  no  comments  evidencing  an  in¬ 
terest  in  the  use  of  Channel  257A  at 
either  Alcoa  or  Maryville  were  filed  here¬ 
in,  those  filed  by  Coffman  show  both  in- 


1  Population  figures  cited  are  from  the  1970 
U.S.  Census. 
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terest  and  demand  for  use  of  the  channel 
at  Jefferson  City,  a  community  located  in 
Jefferson  County  (population,  24,940), 
approximately  25  miles  northeast  of 
Knoxville,  with  only  Station  WJFC,  an 
AM  daytime-only  operation,  as  a  broad¬ 
cast  outlet. 

8.  Our  further  technical  study  con¬ 
firms  that  while  Channel  257A  cannot  be 
properly  utilized  at  Knoxville,  it  can  be 
assigned  to  Jefferson  City  and  used  at  a 
technically  suitable  antenna  site  for  serv¬ 
ing  Jefferson  City  and  meeting  spacing 
requirements,  approximately  five  miles 
southwest  of  Jefferson  City.  The  location 
for  the  antenna  is  governed  by  the  mini¬ 
mum  separation  required  to  the  Channel 
257A  station  (WYGO-FM)  at  Corbin, 
Kentucky,  and  to  the  Channel  260  sta¬ 
tion  (WLOS-FM)  at  Asheville,  North 
Carolina.  While  it  appears,  as  Morgan 
Broadcasting  noted  in  its  petition,  that 
Channel  288A  would  also  be  technically 
feasible  for  a  Jefferson  City  assignment, 
since  Channel  257A  can  be  assigned  to 
Jefferson  City  and  is  requested  by  the 
petitioner,  there  is  no  need  to  consider 
that  alternative  possibility. 

9.  In  support  of  his  counterproposal, 
Coffman  submitted  a  comprehensive  re¬ 
port  on  Jefferson  County,  prepared  in 
1972  by  the  East  Tennessee  Development 
District  (composed  of  Jefferson  County 
and  15  other  counties)  which  furnishes 
detailed  information  concerning  the 
county  as  a  whole  and  Jefferson  City  in 
particular,  including  Census  data  on 
population;  income,  employment,  occupa¬ 
tion,  education  and  housing.  The  Report 
points  out  that  between  1960  and  1970, 
Jefferson  County  grew  by  16.0  percent 
(from  21,493  to  24,940)  and  Jefferson 
City  by  12.6  percent  (from  4,550  to 
5,124) ;  that  Jefferson  City  is  the  trade 
center  for  the  county,  the  location  of 
Carson-Newman  College,  as  well  as  the 
location  of  the  Magnavox  Corporation, 
one  of  the  two  major  employers  in  the 
county;  and  that  the  other  major  em¬ 
ployer  in  the  county  is  the  zinc  mines  in 
the  Strawberry  Plains,  New  Market  and 
Jefferson  City  areas.  The  Report  states 
that  during  the  1970s  Jefferson  County  is 
expected  to  increase  in  population  and 
to  continue  to  improve  economically  and 
that  the  county,  which  was  the  third  fast¬ 
est  growing  county  in  the  sixteen-county 
area  in  the  East  Tennessee  District  dur¬ 
ing  the  1960-1970  period,  has  potential 
for  ranking  as  the  fastest  growing  county 
in  the  District  in  the  next  ten  years. 

10.  Therefore,  in  consideration  of  the 
above,  we  have  decided  that  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  Channel  257A  to  Jefferson  City 
for  a  first  FM  local  service  and  a  first 
full-time  aural  broadcast  service  would 
serve  the  public  interest. 

11.  In  view  of  the  foregoing.  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  That  effective  September  16,  1974, 
pursuant  to  authority  contained  in  sec¬ 
tions  4(i),  303,  and  307(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the 
FM  Table  of  Assignments,  $  773.202(b) 
of  the  rules,  is  amended,  insofar  as  the 
community  named  below  is  concerned,  to 
read  as  follows: 


City:  Channel  No 

Jefferson  City,  Tenn -  267A 


12.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pro¬ 
posal  of  Morgan  Broadcasting  Company 
to  assign  Channel  257A  to  Knoxville, 
Tennessee  (RM-2086)  is  denied. 

13.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  307,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1060, 
1082,  1083;  (47  U.S.C.  154,  303,  307) ) 

Adopted:  July  31,  1974. 

Released:  August  8,  1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

I FR  Doc.74-18656  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  20002,  RM  2251] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments:  First  Report  and 
Order  Regarding  Milton,  Fla. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.- 
202(b)  Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations.  (Marco,  Florida;  St.  Au¬ 
gustine,  Florida:  and  Milton,  Florida). 

1.  The  Commission  has  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing  issued  April  11,  1974  (39  FR  13559) 
proposing  to  amend  J  73.202(b)  of  the 
rules,  the  Table  of  FM  Assignments. 
The  notice  gave  consideration  to  the  re¬ 
quests  for  assignment  or  substitution  of 
FM  channels  to  three  communities  in 
the  State  of  Florida.  This  First  Report 
and  Order  concerns  the  proposal  to  sub¬ 
stitute  a  channel  at  Milton,  Florida,  and 
no  adverse  comments  were  filed  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposal  thereto.  The  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  proposals  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  herein  will  be  considered  later  in  an¬ 
other  document. 

2.  The  rulemaking  was  instituted  on 
a  petition  by  H.  Byrd  Mapoles  tr/as 
Mapoles  Broadcasting  Company  (Ma¬ 
poles),  licensee  of  Station  WXBM-FM, 
operating  on  Channel  272A  at  Milton, 
Florida.  Mapoles  contended  that  the  op¬ 
eration  of  his  station  was  affected  by  the 
strong  signal  of  Station  WBOP-FM, 
Channel  268,  at  Pensacola,  Florida,  which 
operated  from  a  site  about  four  miles 
west  of  the  Milton  station.  It  appeared 
that  the  disparity  in  power  of  Station 
WBOP-FM  operating  with  100  kilowatts 
compared  to  Station  WXBM-FM  operat¬ 
ing  with  three  kilowatts  and  the  separa¬ 
tion  in  assignments  by  four  channels  re¬ 
sulted  in  substantial  amount  of  lnterfer- 
ence  to  the  reception  of  the  WXBM-FM 
signal  in  Milton  and  the  neighboring 
communities  and  rural  areas,  and  that 
the  interference  was  manifested  by  the 
“capture  effect”  of  receivers  employing 
automatic  frequency  control  (AFC) 
which  seek  stronger  signals.  Mapoles  as¬ 
serted  that  this  AFC  action  often  resulted 
in  either  the  total  loss  of  the  WXBM-FM 
signal  or  the  simultaneous  reception  of 
both  signals.  A  change  in  the  channel 
assignment  from  Channel  272A  to  Chan¬ 


nel  274 1  which,  Mapoles  contended, 
would  completely  eliminate  the  prob¬ 
lem  by  virtue  of  greater  channel  separa¬ 
tion  and  the  reduction  in  the  disparity  of 
signal  strength  between  the  two  stations 
that  would  result  throughout  the  normal 
WXBM-FM  signal  area,  i.e.,  Station 
WXBM-FM  would  be  operating  with  100 
kilowatts. 

3.  In  addition,  Mapoles  had  contended 
that,  if  his  station  were  to  operate  with 
100  kilowatts  power  and  antenna  height 
of  500  feet  above  average  terrain  on  a 
Class  C  channel,  it  would  provide  289,- 
180  persons  in  an  area  of  3,297  square 
miles  with  a  new  FM  service  which  would 
include  Escambia  County,  part  of  Oka¬ 
loosa  County  in  northern  Florida,  and 
Baldwin  and  Escambia  Counties  in 
southern  Alabama,  and  that  based  on 
Roanoke  RapicLs-Goldsboro,  North  Car¬ 
olina,  showing,  the  Milton  station 
would  not  provide  a  first  FM  service 
to  any  area  but  it  would  provide  a 
second  FM  service  to  817  persons  in 
an  area  of  72  square  miles.  However, 
the  notice  stated  that  the  proposed 
assignment  of  Channel  274  to  Mil- 
ton  would  foreclose  future  assignment  on 
three  channels,  listed  a  number  of  com¬ 
munities  without  local  FM  broadcast 
facilities  that  were  located  within  the 
precluded  areas,  and  inquired  whether 
there  were  any  other  channels  available 
for  assignment  to  these  communities.  It 
further  indicated  that  Mapoles’  conten¬ 
tions  supported  the  proposed  change  to 
a  Class  C  channel,  but  they  also  suggested 
the  substitution  of  another  Class  A 
channel. 

4.  In  its  supporting  comments,  Mapoles 
stated,  among  other  things,  that  under 
existing  conditions,  the  new  WXBM 
facility  would  provide  a  first  FM  service 
to  225  persons  in  an  area  of  17  square 
miles  and  a  second  FM  service  to  7,287 
persons  in  an  area  of  316  square  miles, 
and  that  Channel  237A  was  available  for 
assignment  to  East  Brewton,  Alabama, 
which  had  the  least  number  of  FM  service 
provided  by  stations  in  the  neighboring 
communities.  As  to  other  communities, 
Mapoles  maintained  that  there  were  from 
four  to  seven  FM  services  available  from 
stations  located  in  the  vicinity.  With  re¬ 
gard  to  availability  of  another  Class  A 
channel  for  Milton,  Mapoles  contends  that 
Channel  272A  on  which  it  is  presently 
operating  is  the  only  channel  available 
for  the  community. 

5.  Since  there  is  no  substitute  Class  A 
channel  available,  we  believe  that  it 
would  be  in  the  public  interest  to  change 
the  channel  assignment  as  requested  by 
the  petitioner,  thereby  eliminating  the 
interference  problem  occuring  in  Milton 
and  its  environ.  Although  the  proposed 
substitution  would  foreclose  future  as¬ 
signments  on  three  channels,  there  is  one 
Class  A  channel  available  for  one  of  the 


1  The  antenna  site  must  be  located  at  least 
10  miles  west  of  MUton,  Florida,  to  meet  the 
minimum  spacing  requirement  to  Channel 
276A  at  DeFunlak  Springs,  Florida. 
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communities  located  within  the  pre¬ 
cluded  areas,  and  the  other  communi¬ 
ties,  which  are  not  large,  receive  service 
from  a  number  of  other  FM  stations. 
Further,  it  would  provide  some  300,000 
persons  with  another  FM  service.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  Channel  274  would  be  sub¬ 
stituted  for  Channel  272A  at  Milton, 
Florida. 

6.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  and  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  authority  contained  in  sections 
4(i),  303(g)  and  (r)  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
It  is  ordered,  That  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1974,  the  Table  of  FM  Assign¬ 
ments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the  rules,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Channel 


City:  No. 

Milton,  Fla. . — . -  1 274 


1  Any  application  for  this  channel  must 
specify  an  effective  radiated  power  of  100  kW 
and  antenna  height  of  500  feet  above  average 
terrain  or  equivalent. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  effective 
September  16, 1974,  and  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  316(a)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  outstanding 
license  held  by  H.  Byrd  Mapoles,  tr/as 
Mapoles  Broadcasting  Co.,  for  Station 
WXBM-FM,  Milton,  Florida,  is  modified 
to  specify  operation  on  Channel  274  in 
lieu  of  Channel  272A,  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conditions: 

(a)  The  licensee  shaU  inform  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  by  no  later  than  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1974,  of  his  acceptance  of  this 
modification, 

(b)  The  licensee  shall  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  October  16,  1974,  all  necessary  in¬ 
formation  complying  with  the  applicable 
technical  rules  for  modification  of  authori¬ 
zation  to  cover  the  operation  of  Station 
WXBM-FM  on  Channel  274  at  Milton, 
Florida. 

(c)  The  licensee  may  continue  to  operate 
on  Channel  272A  under  his  outstanding  au¬ 
thorization  for  one  year  from  the  effective 
date  of  this  order,  or  effect  the  change 
sooner  should  it  so  desire.  Ten  days  prior  to 
commencing  operation  on  Channel  274,  the 
licensee  shall  submit  the  same  measurement 
data  normaUy  required  in  an  application  for 
an  FM  broadcast  station  license. 

(d)  The  licensee  shall  not  commence  op¬ 
eration  on  Channel  274  until  the  Commis¬ 
sion  specifically  authorizes  him  to  do  so. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  307,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1062, 1083;  (47  U.S.C.  154,  303,  307) ) 

Adopted:  July  31, 1974. 

Released:  August  8, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-18657  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


PART  76— CABLE  TELEVISION  SERVICE 

[Docket  No.  19948;  FCC  74-831] 

Report  and  Order  Regarding  Public  Inspec¬ 
tion  Files  and  Permit  System  Inspections 

In  the  Matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
76  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  relative  to  obligations  of  cable  tele¬ 
vision  systems  to  maintain  public  inspec¬ 
tion  files  and  permit  system  inspections. 

1.  On  February  27,  1974,  we  adopted 


our  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  in 
Docket  No.  19948,  FCC  74-207,  45  FCC  2d 
669.  We  there  proposed  rules  which  would 
require  all  cable  television  systems  to 
keep  a  public  inspection  file  and  to  per¬ 
mit  authorized  Commission  employees 
to  inspect  their  systems’  facilities.  In  is¬ 
suing  the  notice,  we  observed  that: 

[W]e  have  had  cause  to  be  concerned 
whether  our  existing  cable  television  rules 
provide  adequate  procedures  for  public  par¬ 
ticipation  in  our  processes  •  •  *  Many 
members  of  the  public  apparently  wish  to 
comment  on  applications  for  certificates  of 
compliance  or  requests  for  special  relief,  but 
have  difficulty  in  obtaining  copies  of  filings 
•  •  •.  If  the  public  is  to  play  an  informed 
role  in  the  regulation  of  cable  television,  it 
must  have  at  least  basic  information  about 
a  local  ssytem’s  operations  and  proposals.1 

We  now  are  in  receipt  of  comments  and 
reply  comments  to  our  notice.  (For  a 
complete  list.  See  Appendix  B.’)  We  have 
determined  to  adopt  the  proposed  rules, 
subject  to  some  clarifications  and  modifi¬ 
cations. 

2.  The  comments  almost  unanimously 
favored  adoption  of  a  public  inspection 
file  requirement,  although  many  parties 
suggested  changes  in  the  form  of  the  re¬ 
quirement.  Only  TelePrompTer  and 
Storer  maintained  that  no  rule  was  nec¬ 
essary,  on  the  ground  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  had  not  demonstrated  any  compel¬ 
ling  public  need  for  the  documents.  As 
indicated  by  our  prior  experience — and 
Indeed,  by  the  wide  variety  of  comments 
in  this  proceeding — the  public  does  have 
a  real  need  for  access  to  cable  systems’ 
filings  before  this  Commission.  Along 
with  the  National  Cable  Television  Asso¬ 
ciation,  TelePrompTer  and  Sterling  also 
argued  that  cable  systems  should  not  be 
subject  to  the  same  regulations  as  broad¬ 
cast  stations,  since  the  two  services  are 
different  in  nature.  But  while  we  long 
have  recognized  this  difference,  it  does 
not  immunize  cable  from  all  require¬ 
ments  similar  to  those  imposed  on  broad¬ 
casting.  For  example,  our  origination 
cable-casting  rules  follow  many  of  the 
general  policies  applicable  to  broadcast 
stations.  Section  76.201  et  seq.  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

3.  The  Civil  Liberties  Union  of  Ala¬ 
bama  and  the  Selma  Project  asserted 
that  even  major  Commission  documents 
often  were  unavailable  locally  to  citizens. 
They  noted  that  in  the  whole  state  of 
Alabama  only  one  set  of  the  official  FCC 
Reports  existed,  that  many  counties  did 
not  even  maintain  public  libraries,  and 
that  most  libraries  did  not  receive  the 
Federal  Register.  Similarly,  the  Office 
of  Communication  of  the  United  Church 
of  Christ  pointed  out  that  most  cable 
systems  have  inherently  small  service 
areas,  thus  requiring  great  citizen  par¬ 
ticipation  in  regulatory  decisions. 

4.  A  number  of  parties  commented, 
however,  that  the  proposed  rule  went 
either  too  far  or  not  far  enough.  These 
comments  fell  basically  into  several  main 
categories — i.e.,  rights  to  copy  materials 


1  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  in  Docket 
No.  19948,  supra,  Pars.  1, 2. 

*  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


in  the  file,  local  notice  of  Commission 
filings,  location  of  inspection  files,  and 
logging  requirements. 

5.  The  Civil  Liberties  Union  of  Ala¬ 
bama,  the  Selma  Project,  the  National 
Black  Media  Coalition,  and  the  Phila¬ 
delphia  Community  Cable  Coalition  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  Commission  require  cable 
systems  to  make  available  for  copying 
all  documents  at  a  reasonable  cost;  they 
noted  that  the  Commission  had  proposed 
imposing  just  such  a  requirement  upon 
broadcast  television  stations  in  its  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  in  Docket  No. 
19667,  FCC  73-1039, 43  FCC  2d  680.  These 
suggestions  are  well  taken.  Indeed,  we 
recently  adopted  our  Second  Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  No.  19667,  FCC  74-798, 
—  FCC  2d  — ,  which  promulgated  a  re¬ 
quirement  that  all  broadcast  television 
licensees  make  public  inspection  file  ma¬ 
terials  available  to  the  public  for  copy¬ 
ing.  See  §  1.526(f).  We  believe  that  a 
similar  requirement  for  cable  television 
systems  would  be  in  the  public  interest. 
Since  the  rule  requires  only  that  the  ma¬ 
terials  be  made  available  for  copying — 
and  not  that  systems  make  copies — it 
should  impose  little  burden  upon  cable 
systems.  Moreover,  the  existence  of  a 
public  inspection  file  is  of  little  avail,  un¬ 
less  members  of  the  public  can  duplicate 
it  by  means  other  than  laborious  hand¬ 
copying.  And  as  we  noted  in  Par.  22  of 
our  Report  and  Order,  supra,  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  copying  rule  as  to 
television  station  logs  has  created  little 
or  no  difficulty  so  far.  Accordingly,  we 
will  adopt  substantially  the  same  rule 
for  cable  television  systems. 

6.  These  parties  also  urged  that  we  re¬ 
quire  cable  systems  to  give  public  notice 
in  their  communities  of  all  Commission 
filings,  since  we  currently  impose  a  simi¬ 
lar  requirement  on  broadcast  stations. 
Section  1.594  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  group  of  82  Cable 
Television  Companies  argued  that  this 
requirement  was  “inappropriate’'.  We 
believe  that  this  issue  is  more  appropri¬ 
ately  dealt  with  in  a  separate  rulemaking 
proceeding. 

7.  A  group  of  11  Cable  Television  Com¬ 
panies  and  a  group  of  82  Cable  Televi¬ 
sion  Companies  argued  that  the  proposed 
rule  should  allow  cable  operators  to  lo¬ 
cate  the  public  inspection  file  at  only  one 
central  business  office  or  head-end.  They 
asserted  that  the  proposed  rule  might 
force  a  cable  operator  to  maintain  sev¬ 
eral  inspection  files  for  one  conglomerate 
system,  thus  imposing  an  undue  burden. 
The  National  Citizens  Committee  for 
Broadcasting  maintained  that  we  should 
require  cable  systems  to  keep  inspection 
files  at  every  business  office.  We  believe 
that  our  original  proposal  is  still  appro¬ 
priate,  since  a  cable  operator  presumably 
does  not  maintain  a  local  business  office 
unless  the  office  does  a  substantial 
amount  of  business.  Although  this  for¬ 
mulation  of  the  rule  might  increase  mar¬ 
ginally  the  number  of  locations  at  which 
an  operator  must  maintain  an  inspec¬ 
tion  file,  it  will  create  only  a  minimal 
burden. 

8.  We  will  modify  the  rule,  however, 
to  make  clear  that  a  cable  system  must 
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maintain  an  Inspection  file  at  an  “acces¬ 
sible  place  in  the  cable  system’s  com¬ 
munity”  only  where  the  system  does  not 
have  a  business  office  which  normally 
serves  the  community.  We  feel  that  the 
proposed  rule  accommodates  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  public  and  of  the  cable  indus¬ 
try.  Indeed,  we  recently  noted  that  pur¬ 
suant  to  9  76.31(a)  (5) ,  “the  operator  of 
a  single  plant  multi-community  system 
need  not  have  a  business  office  in  each 
of  the  communities  served  so  long  as  sub¬ 
scribers  can  call  a  local  telephone  num¬ 
ber  to  register  complaints  and  personnel 
are  available  to  act  on  those  complaints.” 
Clarification  of  Rules  and  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making,  FCC  74-384,  46  FCC 
2d  175,201. 

9.  Similarly,  a  number  of  parties  re¬ 
quested  that  we  also  require  cable  sys¬ 
tems  to  keep  chi  file  additional  docu¬ 
ments — such  as  copies  of  oppositions  to 
applications,  lists  of  minority  employees, 
quarterly  Form  395  EEO  reports,  com¬ 
posite  week  logs,  etc.  We  do  not  believe 
that  maintenance  of  these  materials  is 
either  necessary  or  appropriate  for  in¬ 
formed  citizen  participation  in  our  reg¬ 
ulatory  processes.  Moreover,  many  of 
these  materials  simply  do  not  exist  at 
the  present  time.  For  example,  unlike 
broadcast  stations,  cable  television  sys¬ 
tems  are  not  required  to  keep  composite 
week  logs  at  all.  Accordingly,  requiring 
these  materials  to  be  included  in  the 
public  inspection  file  would  be  highly 
onerous  for  cable  systems  and  would 
have  little  if  any  clear  benefit  for  the 
public.  We  therefore  decline  to  follow 
these  suggestions  at  the  present  time. 

10.  The  Rocky  Mountain  Broadcasters 
Association  suggested  that  we  require 
cable  systems  to  log  all  programs  which 
they  carry,  and  the  National  Citizens 
Committee  for  Broadcasting  proposed 
that  cable  systems  be  required  to  log  all 
origination  cablecasts.  Our  proposed  rule 
would  require  logs  only  for  programs 
carried  chi  additional  signals.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  National  Cable  Televi¬ 
sion  Association  argued  that  we  should 
apply  logging  rules  only  to  signals  which 
a  major  market  system  commenced 
carrying  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
rules;  NCTA  maintains  that  logs  are  of 
value  only  in  situations  where  syndi¬ 
cated  exclusivity  may  apply.  On  this  is¬ 
sue,  we  find  NCTA’s  point  well  taken. 
Requiring  a  cable  system  to  log  all  or 
some  programs  would  impose  an  extreme 
burden;  unlike  a  broadcast  television 
station,  a  cable  television  system  may 
carry  a  number  of  programs  simulta¬ 
neously,  thus  making  the  maintenance 
of  a  program  log  extremely  difficult  and 
time-consuming.  Moreover,  a  cable  sys¬ 
tem  has  no  control  over  off-the-air  pro¬ 
gramming,  and  thus  has  less  need  to 
create  a  record  for  the  public.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  will  retain  the  wording  of 
present  §  76.305  instead  of  substituting 
proposed  5  76.305(a)(5). 

11.  Finally,  in  our  prior  notice  we  ob¬ 
served  that  proposed  §  76.307’s  provisions 
for  system  inspections  would  "be  useful  to 
both  Commission  employees  and  cable 
operators  by  defining  the  appropriate 


personnel  and  time  for  an  inspection.” 
Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  supra. 
Par.  12.  None  of  the  parties  appeared  to 
find  the  rule  at  all  objectionable,  and  we 
again  find  it  to  be  In  the  public  interest, 
accordingly,  we  will  adopt  it  in  its  orig¬ 
inal  form. 

12.  We  thus  will  adopt  the  proposed 
rules,  subject  to  the  modifications  and 
clarifications  indicated  above.  As  we 
stated  in  Par.  13  of  our  notice,  supra,  we 
thus  “hope  to  encourage  a  greater  inter¬ 
action  between  the  Commission,  the  pub¬ 
lic,  and  the  cable  industry.” 

Authority  for  the  rule  amendments 
adopted  herein  is  contained  in  sections  2, 

4  (i)  and  ( j ) ,  303,  307,  308,  and  309  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That  effec¬ 
tive  September  16.  1974,  Part  76  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  is 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

Adopted:  July  31,  1974. 

Released:  August  8, 1974. 

(Secs.  2,  4,  303,  307,  308,  309.  48  Stat.,  as 
amended,  1064,  1066,  1082.  1083,  1084,  1089; 
(47  US.C.  152, 154,  303,  307,  308,  309) ) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

tsEALl  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Chapter  1  of  Title  47  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Section  76.251(a)  (11)  (iv)  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  read  as  follows: 

§  76.251  Minimum  channel  capacity ;  ac¬ 
cess  channels. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(11)  •  •  * 

(iv)  The  operating  rules  governing 
public  access,  educational,  and  leased 
channels  shall  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  within  90  days  after  a  system 
first  activates  any  such  channels,  and 
shall  be  available  for  public  inspection  as 
provided  in  §  76.305(b).  Except  on  spe¬ 
cific  authorization,  or  with  respect  to  the 
operation  of  the  local  government  access 
channel,  no  local  entity  shall  prescribe 
any  other  rules  concerning  the  number 
or  manner  of  operation  of  access  chan¬ 
nels;  however,  franchise  specification 
concerning  the  number  of  such  channels 
for  systems  in  operation  prior  to  March 
31, 1972  shall  continue  in  effect. 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  Section  76.305  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  76.305  Records  to  be  maintained  lo¬ 
cally  by  cable  television  systems  for 
public  inspection. 

(a)  Records  to  be  maintained.  Every 
cable  television  system  shall  maintain 
for  public  inspection  a  file  containing  the 
following: 

(1)  A  copy  of  every  application  for  a 
local  and/or  state  franchise  or  other 
authorization  and  all  exhibits,  letters  and 
other  documents  tendered  for  filing  as 
part  thereof,  all  amendments  thereto, 
copies  of  all  documents  incorporated 


therein  by  reference,  all  correspondence 
between  the  applicant  and  the  franchis¬ 
ing  authority  pertaining  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  after  it  has  been  tendered  for  filing, 
and  copies  of  all  documents  pertaining 
thereto  issued  by  the  franchising  author¬ 
ity.  Information  incorporated  by  refer¬ 
ence  which  is  already  in  the  local  file 
need  not  be  duplicated  if  the  entry  mak¬ 
ing  the  reference  sufficiently  identifies 
the  information  so  that  it  may  be  found 
in  the  file,  and  if  there  has  been  no 
change  in  the  document  since  the  date  of 
filing  and  the  applicant,  after  making 
the  reference,  so  states. 

(2)  A  copy  of  every  application  for  a 
certificate  of  compliance  and  all  exhibits, 
letters  and  other  documents  tendered  for 
filing  as  part  thereof,  all  amendments 
thereto,  letters  and  other  documents  in¬ 
corporate  therein  by  reference,  all  cor¬ 
respondence  between  the  Commission 
and  the  applicant  pertaining  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  after  it  has  been  tendered  for 
filing,  and  copies  of  Initial  Decisions  and 
Final  Decisions  in  hearing  cases  pertain¬ 
ing  thereto,  which  according  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  5  0.451-0.461  of  this  chapter 
are  open  for  public  inspection  at  the 
offices  of  the  Commission.  Information 
incorporated  by  reference  which  is  al¬ 
ready  in  the  local  file  need  not  be  dupli¬ 
cated  if  the  entry  making  the  reference 
sufficiently  identifies  the  information  so 
that  it  may  be  found  in  the  file,  and  if 
there  has  been  no  change  in  the  docu¬ 
ment  since  the  date  of  filing  and  the  ap¬ 
plicant,  after  making  the  reference,  so 
states. 

If  an  opposition  to  the  application  is  filed 
and  duly  served  upon  the  applicant,  a 
statement  that  such  opposition  has  been 
filed  shall  appear  in  the  local  file  together 
with  the  name  and  address  of  the  party 
filing  the  opposition. 

(3)  A  copy  of  every  petition  for  special 
relief  filed  by  or  against  the  system  pur¬ 
suant  to  5  76.7  of  this  part  and  all  ex¬ 
hibits,  letters  and  other  documents  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  as  part  thereof,  all 
amendments  thereto,  copies  of  all  docu¬ 
ments  incorporated  therein  by  reference, 
all  correspondence  between  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  the  system  pertaining  to 
the  petition  after  it  has  been  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing,  and  copies  of  Initial 
Decision  and  Final  Decisions  in  hear¬ 
ing  -cases  pertaining  thereto,  which 
according  to  the  provisions  of  §  0.451- 
0.461  of  this  chapter  are  open  for 
public  inspection  at  the  offices  of  the 
Commission.  Information  incorporated 
by  reference  which  is  already  in  the 
local  file  need  not  be  duplicated  if  the 
entry  making  the  reference  sufficiently 
Identifies  the  information  so  that  it  may 
be  found  in  the  file,  and  if  there  has  been 
no  change  in  the  document  since  the 
date  of  filing  and  the  system,  after  mak¬ 
ing  the  reference,  so  states.  If  an  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  petition  is  filed  and  duly 
served  by  or  upon  the  system,  a  state¬ 
ment  that  such  opposition  has  been  filed 
shall  appear  in  the  local  file  together 
with  the  name  and  address  of  the  party 
filing  the  opposition. 
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(4)  A  copy  of  every  Form  325  and 
copies  of  all  exhibits,  letters,  and  other 
documents  filed  as  part  thereof,  all 
amendments  thereto,  all  correspondence 
between  the  system  and  the  Commission 
pertaining  to  the  reports  after  they  have 
been  filed,  and  all  documents  incorpo¬ 
rated  therein  by  reference  which  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  provisions  of  S  0.451-0.461  of 
t.hi.g  chapter  are  open  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  offices  of  the  Commission. 
Information  incorporated  by  reference 
which  is  already  in  the  local  file  need 
not  be  duplicated  if  the  entry  making  the 
reference  sufficiently  identifies  the  infor¬ 
mation  so  that  it  may  be  found  in  the 
file,  and  if  there  has  been  no  change  in 
the  document  since  the  date  of  filing  and 
the  system,  after  making  the  reference, 
so  states. 

(5)  If  a  cable  system  operates  in  a 
community  located  In  whole  or  in  part 
within  a  major  television  market,  a  rec¬ 
ord  of  the  call  letters  and  location  of 
each  such  station  carriage  of  whose  sig¬ 
nal  was  commenced  after  March  31, 
1972,  pursuant  to  §8  76.61(b),  (c),  (d), 
or  (e)  or  76.63(a)  (as  it  refers  to  8  76.61 

(b) ,  (c) ,  (d) ,  or  (e) ) ,  the  date  and  speci¬ 
fic  starting  and  ending  time  of  such  car¬ 
riage,  and  the  names  of  the  programs 
scheduled  to  be  shown. 

(6)  A  copy  of  any  application  for 
transfer  of  control  of  a  Cable  Television 
Relay  Station,  pursuant  to  8  78.35,  which 
serves  the  cable  televison  system. 

(7)  A  copy  of  all  records  which  are 
required  to  be  kept  by  8  76.205(c)  (orig¬ 
ination  cablecasts  by  candidates  for  pub¬ 
lic  office);  5  76.251(a)  (11)  (public  access 
channels,  educational  access  channels, 
leased  accessed  channels);  8  76.311(f) 
(equal  employment  opportunities). 

(b)  Location  of  records.  Except  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  8  76.311(f)  with  regard  to  em¬ 
ployment  reports,  the  public  inspection 
file  shall  be  maintained  at  the  office 
which  the  cable  television  system  main¬ 
tains  for  the  ordinary  collection  of  sub¬ 
scriber  charges,  resolution  of  subscriber 
complaints,  and  other  business  or  at  any 
accessible  place  in  the  cable  system’s 
community  (such  as  a  public  registry  for 
documents  or  an  attorney’s  office) .  The 
public  inspection  file  shall  be  available 
for  public  inspection  at  any  time  during 
regular  business  hours. 

(c)  Period  of  retention.  The  records 
specified  in  paragraphs  (a)(1),  (2),  (3) 
of  this  section  shall  be  retained  so  long 
as  a  certificate  of  compliance  or  renewal 
thereof  is  outstanding.  The  records  speci¬ 
fied  in  paragraph  (a)  (4)  of  this  section 
shall  be  retained  for  two  years.  The 
records  specified  in  paragraph  (a)  (5)  of 
this  section  shall  be  retained  for  one  year 
after  an  amendment  to  such  record  is 
placed  in  the  public  inspection  file.  The 
records  specified  in  paragraph  (a)  (6)  of 
this  section  shall  be  retained  so  long  as 
an  authorization  for  a  Cable  Television 
Relay  Station  and  renewals  thereof  are 
outstanding.  The  records  specified  in 
paragraph  (a)(7)  of  this  section  shall 
be  retained  for  the  periods  specified  in 
8  76.205(0,  76.251(a)  (11),  and  76.311 
(f). 
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(d)  Reproduction  of  records.  Copies  of 
any  material  in  the  public  inspection  file 
shall  be  available  for  machine  reproduc¬ 
tion  upon  request  made  in  person,  pro¬ 
vided  the  requesting  party  shall  pay  the 
reasonable  cost  of  reproduction.  Requests 
for  machine  copies  shall  be  fulfilled  at  a 
location  specified  by  the  cable  television 
system,  within  a  reasonable  period  of 
time,  which  in  no  event  shall  be  longer 
than  seven  days.  The  cable  television 
system  is  not  required  to  honor  requests 
made  by  mail  but  may  do  so  if  it  chooses. 

3.  Section  76.307  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  76.307  System  inspection. 

The  operator  of  a  cable  television  sys¬ 
tem  shall  make  the  system,  its  public 
inspection  file,  and  its  records  of  sub¬ 
scribers  available  for  inspection  upon  re¬ 
quest  by  any  authorized  representative 
of  the  Commission  at  any  reasonable 
hour. 

[PR  Doc.74-18656  Filed  S-13-74;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  20006;  FCO  74-821] 

HIGH  FREQUENCY  TRANSMITTER 
OPERATORS 

Report  and  Order  Regarding  Radio¬ 
telephone  Operator’s  License 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Parts 
89,  91,  and  93  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  to  eliminate  the  require¬ 
ment  that  an  operator  of  a  high  fre¬ 
quency  transmitter  possess  a  radiotele¬ 
phone  operator’s  license  of  any  class. 

1.  On  April  9,  1974,  the  Commission 
adopted  a  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(46  PCC  2d  382)  in  the  above  entitled 
proceeding  to  amend  its  rules  to  eliminate 
licensing  requirements  pertaining  to  op¬ 
erators  of  high  frequency  radiotelephone 
transmitters  in  the  private  land  mobile 
radio  services. 

2.  Comments  were  filed  by  the  Special 
Industrial  Radio  Service  Association, 

.  Inc.  (SIRSA) ,  the  Central  Committee  on 
Telecommunications  of  the  American 
Petroleum  Institute  (API) ,  and  the  Utili¬ 
ties  Telecommunications  Council  (UTC) . 
No  reply  comments  were  received. 

3.  All  parties  expressed  unreserved  sup¬ 
port  for  the  proposal.  UTC,  initiator  of 
the  Petition  for  Rule  Waiver  which  re¬ 
sulted  in  the  formulation  of  the  Notice, 
succinctly  summed  up  the  arguments  as 
follows: 

The  restricted  radio  telephone  operators’ 
permit  is  of  little  value.  First,  It  confers  very 
little  operating  authority  on  the  licensee.  Li¬ 
censees  are  prohibited  from  making  technical 
adjustments  which  could  result  In  Improper 
transmitter  operation.  Also,  much  of  the 
equipment  used  is  not  even  subject  to  manual 
tuning,  and  since  the  quality  and  reliabUity 
of  radio  transmitters  has  Improved,  constant 
transmitter  maintenance  Is  not  required.  Sec¬ 
ond,  despite  the  long  distance  propagation 
characteristics  of  the  high  frequency  band, 
the  number  of  stations  causing  interference 
is  negUglble  and  when  Interference  occurs  It 
Is  usually  occasioned  by  technical  rather 
than  operational  violations  on  the  part  of  the 
licensee.  Third,  where  companies  employ  more 
than  one  system  dispatcher  the  requirement 
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that  each  dispatcher  have  a  license  Is  Indeed 
burdensome. 

4.  In  concurrence  with  the  foregoing, 
the  Commission  has  determined  that  the 
public  interest,  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  will  be  served  by  the  amendment  of 
its  rules  as  initially  proposed  to  eliminate 
the  requirement  that  operators  of  base 
or  mobile  stations  transmitting  of  fre¬ 
quencies  below  25  MHz,  utilizing  radio¬ 
telephony,  hold  a  commercial  radio  op¬ 
erator’s  license  or  permit. 

5.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  authority 
contained  in  sections  4(i) ,  303  and  318  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended.  It  is  ordered.  That  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  318  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  are  waived,  and  that  effective 
September  16,  1974,  Parts  89,  91  and  93 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  are  amended  as 
set  forth  below.  It  is  further  ordered. 
That  this  proceeding  is  terminated. 

(Secs.  84,  303,  318,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1082, 1089, 47  U.S.C.  154,  303,  313.) 

Adopted:  July  31,  1974. 

Released:  August  8, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

PART  89— PUBLIC  SAFETY  RADIO 
SERVICES 

A.  Part  89  of  the  Commission’s  rules  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§  89.163  [Amended] 

1.  In  8  89.163,  paragraphs  (a)  (2)  and 
(3)  are  deleted: 

PART  91— INDUSTRIAL  RADIO  SERVICES 

B.  Part  91  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

1.  Section  91.154(c)  Is  revised  and 
paragraphs  (d)  and  (e)  deleted  and 
designated  [Reserved]  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§91.154  Operator  requirements. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Except  under  the  circumstances 
specified  in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of 
this  section,  and  except  as  limited  by 
paragraphs  (g)  and  (h)  of  this  section, 
an  unlicensed  person,  after  being  auh 
thorized  by  the  station  licensee  to  do  so, 
may  operate  from  a  control  point  a  mo¬ 
bile,  base  or  fixed  station,  or  from  a  dis¬ 
patch  point  a  base  or  fixed  station  dur¬ 
ing  the  course  of  normal  rendition  of 
service. 

(d) -(e)  [Reserved] 

•  •  •  *  • 

PART  93— LAND  TRANSPORTATION 
RADIO  SERVICES 

C.  Part  93  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

1.  Section  93.154(c)  is  revised  and 
paragraphs  (d)  and  (e)  deleted  and 
designated  [Reserved]  as  follows: 

§93.154  Operator  requirements. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Except  under  the  circumstances 
specified  in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of 
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this  section,  and  except  as  limited  by 
paragraphs  (g)  and  <h)  of  this  section, 
an  unlicensed  person,  after  having  been 
authorized  to  do  so  by  the  station 
licensee,  may  operate  from  a  control 
point  a  mobile,  base  or  fixed  station,  or 
from  a  dispatch  point  a  base  or  fixed 
station,  during  the  course  of  normal 
rendition  of  service, 

(d)-(e)  [Reserved] 

•  •  •  •  • 

|FR  Doc.74-18662  Filed  8-18-74:8:45  am] 


Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  X — INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  D— TARIFFS  AND  SCHEDULES 
(EX  Parte  No.  liO-1  (Sub-No.  8) ) 

PART  1322— EXTENSION  OF  CREDIT  TO 
SHIPPERS  BY  MOTOR  CARRIERS 

Payment  of  Rates  and  Charges  of  Motor 
Carriers;  Credit  Regulations — Household 
Goods 

At  a  General  Session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  held  at  its  office 
In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  6th  day  of 
August,  1974. 

It  appearing,  that,  upon  investigation 
and  consideration  of  the  matters  and 
things  raised  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding,  the  Commission,  by  report  and 
order  of  September  5,  1973,  118  M.C.C. 
778,  modified  Part  1322  of  chapter  X  of 
Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  by  amending  1  1322.1  thereof  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (c)  thereto,  pre¬ 
scribing  an  exception  governing  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  credit  to  shippers  by  motor 
common  carriers  of  household  goods 
which  is  set  forth  In  part  as  follows : 

Except  as  provided  In  paragraph  (b)  at 
this  section,  motor  common  carriers  at  house¬ 
hold  goods  must  also  provide  In  their  tariff* 
that  (1)  the  aforestated  credit  period  of  7 
calendar  days  shall  automatically  be  extended 
to  a  total  of  30  calendar  days  for  any 
Shipper  who  has  not  paid  the  carrier’s  freight 
bill  within  the  aforesaid  7-day  period,  •  •  •; 
[Emphasis  supplied] 

It  further  appearing,  that  "the  afore¬ 
stated  credit  period”  referred  to  therein 
is  contained  in  49  CFR  1322.1(a)  as  "a 
period  of  7  days  excluding  Saturdays, 
Sundays,  and  legal  holidays";  and  that, 
accordingly,  the  "aforestated  credit  pe¬ 
riod”^  7  "calendar”  days  referred  to  in 
49  CFR  1322.1(e)  was  an  Inadvertent 
error  and  should,  more  appropriately 
have  been  set  forth  as  “the  aforestated 


credit  period  of  7  days  winHing  Satur¬ 
days,  Sundays,  and  legal  holidays";  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  49  CFR  1322.1(e) 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  modified  and  cor¬ 
rected  to  read  as  follows: 

8  1322.1  Carrier  may  extend  credit  to 

shipper. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(c)  Exceptions — Carriers  of  household 
goods.  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  motpr  common  car¬ 
riers  of  household  goods  must  also  pro¬ 
vide  in  their  tariffs  that  (1)  the  afore¬ 
stated  credit  period  of  7  days  excluding 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  legal  holidays 
shall  automatically  be  extended  to  a  total 
of  30  calendar  days  for  any  shipper  who 
has  not  paid  the  carrier’s  freight  bill 
within  the  aforesaid  7-day  period,  (2) 
such  shipper  will  be  assessed  a  service 
charge  by  the  carrier  equal  to  1  percent 
of  the  amount  of  said  freight  bill,  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  $10  minimum  charge,  for  such 
extension  of  the  credit  period,  and  (3) 
no  such  carrier  shall  grant  credit  to  any 
shipper  which  fails  to  pay  a  duly  pre¬ 
sented  freight  bill  within  the  30-day  pe¬ 
riod,  unless  and  until  such  shipper  af¬ 
firmatively  satisfies  the  carrier  that  all 
future  freight  bills  duly  presented  will  be 
paid  strictly  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  the  settlement  of  carrier  rates 
and  charges.  Provided,  That  no  service 
charge  authorized  herein  shall  be  as¬ 
sessed  in  connection  with  rates  and 
charges  on  freight  transported  for  the 
United  States,  for  any  department,  bu¬ 
reau,  or  agency  thereof,  or  for  any  State 
or  territory,  or  political  subdivision 
thereof,  or  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  become  effective  on  the  date  of  serv¬ 
ice  of  this  order,  and  shall  remain  in 
effect  until  modified  or  revoked  In  whole 
or  in  part  by  further  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  In  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  filing  a 
copy  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18669  Filed  8-18-74:8:46  am] 


Title  50 — Wildlife 

CHAPTER  I — UNITED  STATES  FISH  AND 
WILDLIFE  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
THE  INTERIOR 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Audubon  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 

North  Dakota 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  Is  effective  August  14, 1974. 

S  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game, 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

North  Dakota 

AUDUBON  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  pronghorn  antelope 
by  gun  an  the  Audubon  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge,  North  Dakota,  Is  permitted 
only  In  the  area  designated  by  signs  as 
open  to  hunting.  This  open  area,  com¬ 
prising  13,837  acres,  is  delineated  on  a 
map  available  at  refuge  headquarters 
and  from  the  Area  Manager.  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  Bismarck,  North 
Dakota  58501.  Hunting  ahull  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  reg¬ 
ulations  covering  the  hunting  of  prong¬ 
horn  antelope,  subject  to  the  following 
special  conditions: 

(1)  Hunting  is  permitted  from  12:00 
noon  c.d.t.  September  20, 1974  to  sunset 
of  that  day,  and  from  sunrise  to  sunset 
of  each  day  from  September  21  through 
September  29,  1974 

(2)  Hunting  will  be  by  permit  only. 
The  North  Dakota  Game  and  Fish  De¬ 
partment  will  determine  the  number  of 
permits  to  be  issued  for  Audubon  Refuge. 

(3)  Afi  hunters  must  exhibit  their 
hunting  license,  antelope  tag  and  per¬ 
mit,  game,  and  vehicle  contents  to  Fed¬ 
eral  and  State  officers  upon  request. 

(4)  Vehicular  traffic.  Including  the 
use  of  boats  by  hunters  is  prohibited  on 
the  refuge  during  the  antelope  season. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  29, 
1974. 

David  C.  McGlauchlxn, 

Refuge  Manager, 
Audubon  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

August  6,  1974. 

(FB  Doc.74-18620  Fllad  8-18-74:8:45  am] 
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proposed  rules 

This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Internal  Revenue  Service 
[  26  CFR  Part  53  ] 

FOUNDATION  EXCISE  TAXES 

Administration  of  Private  Foundation 
Excise  Taxes;  Public  Hearing 

Proposed  regulations  under  section 
6001,  etc.  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954,  relating  to  administration  of 
private  foundation  excise  taxes,  appear 
In  the  Federal  Register  for  Monday, 
June  17,  1974  (39  FR  20975) . 

A  public  hearing  on  the  provisions  of 
such  proposed  regulations  will  be  held 
on  Thursday,  September  12,  1974,  begin¬ 
ning  at  10  a.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  in  the  George  S. 
BoUtwell  Auditorium,  Seventh  Floor, 
7400  Corridor,  Internal  Revenue  Build¬ 
ing,  1111  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20224. 

The  rules  of  5  601.601(a)(3)  of  the 
“Statement  of  Procedural  Rules”  (26 
CFR  Part  601)  shall  apply  with  respect 
to  such  public  hearing.  Copies  of  these 
rules  may  be  obtained  by  a  request 
directed  to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue,  Attention:  CC:LR:T,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20224,  or  by  telephoning 
(Washington,  D.C.)  202-964-3935.  Under 
such  $  601.601(a)  (3),  persons  who  have 
submitted  written  comments  within  the 
time  prescribed  in  the  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making,  and  who  desire  to  present 
oral  comments  at  the  hearing  on  such 
proposed  regulations,  should  submit  an 
outline  of  the  comments  to  be  presented 
at  the  hearing  and  the  time  they  wish  to 
devote  to  each  subject  by  September  3, 
1974.  Such  outlines  should  be  submitted 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Rev¬ 
enue,  Attention:  CC:LR:T,  Washington, 
D.C.  20224.  Under  §  601.601(a)  (3)  (26 
CFR  Part  601)  each  speaker  will  be 
limited  to  10  minutes  for  an  oral  pres¬ 
entation  exclusive  of  time  consumed  by 
questions  from  the  panel  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  answers  thereto. 

Persons  who  desire  a  copy  of  such 
written  comments  or  outlines  and  who 
desire  to  be  assured  of  their  availability 
on  or  before  the  beginning  of  such  hear¬ 
ing  should  notify  the  Commissioner,  in 
writing,  at  the  above  address  by  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1974.  In  such  a  case,  unless 
time  and  circumstances  permit  other¬ 
wise,  the  desired  copies  are  deliverable 
only  at  the  above  address.  The  charge 
for  copies  is  ten  cents  ($0.10)  per  page, 
subject  to  a  minimum  charge  of  $1.00. 

An  agenda  showing  the  scheduling  of 
the  speakers  will  be  made  after  outlines 
are  received  from  the  speakers.  Copies 
of  this  agenda  will  be  available  free  of 
charge  at  the  hearing,  and  information 


with  respect  to  its  contents  may  be 
obtained  on  September  11, 1974,  by  tele¬ 
phoning  (Washington,  D.C.)  202-964- 
3935. 

James  F.  Dring, 

Director, 

Legislation  and.  Regulations  Division. 

[FR  Doc.74-18730  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Parts  21, 43, 45,  65, 91] 

[Docket  No.  13954;  Notice  No.  74-29] 

SPECIAL  CERTIFICATES 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  21  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (FAR’s) 
to  limit  the  issuance  of  experimental 
certificates  to  aircraft  engaged  in  gen¬ 
uine  experimental  operations,  except  for 
certain  amateur-built  aircraft.  Other 
uses  of  aircraft  for  which  experimental 
certificates  are  presently  issued  would 
be  accommodated  under  new  special  cer¬ 
tificate  classifications,  for  which  air¬ 
worthiness  standards  would  be  estab¬ 
lished.  Incident  to  the  establishment  of 
the  new  classifications,  the  FAA  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  45  to  require  appro¬ 
priate  markings  at  cabin  and  cockpit 
entrances,  and  to  add  appropriate  oper¬ 
ating  limitations  in  Part  91.  Aircraft 
having  the  new  certificates  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  be  maintained  in  accordance 
with  Part  43.  In  addition,  it  is  proposed 
to  amend  the  maintenance  rules  of  Parts 
43  and  91,  and  the  airman  certification 
rules  of  Part  65  to  provide  for  mainte¬ 
nance  of  an  aircraft  having  a  “custom- 
built”  certificate  to  be  performed  by  the 
builder  of  the  aircraft.  The  FAA  believes 
that  these  proposals  are  responsive  to 
the  petition  of  the  Experimental  Air¬ 
craft  Association  for  rulemaking  to  pro¬ 
vide  more  direct  recognition  of  ama¬ 
teur  builders’  activities. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rules  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the  reg¬ 
ulatory  docket  or  notice  number  and  be 
submitted  in  duplicate  to:  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket,  AGC- 
24,  800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  on  or  before  November  6, 
1974,  will  be  considered  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  before  taking  action  on  the  pro¬ 


posed  rules.  The  proposals  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received.  All  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

Present  §  21.191  provides  for  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  experimental  certificates  for  air¬ 
craft  that  are  to  be  operated  in  any  of  the 
seven  use  classifications  described  in  that 
section.  Since  a  number  of  those  uses  do 
not  involve  experimental  operations  re¬ 
lated  to  the  development  of  aircraft,  the 
FAA  believes  it  is  appropriate  to  remove 
them  from  the  experimental  classifica¬ 
tion  and  to  establish  new  classifications 
for  them.  Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  Part  21  to  provide  for  the  issuance 
of  separate  special  certificates  for  air¬ 
craft  that  are  to  be  used  for  the  purposes 
of:  (1)  Exhibition  and  air  racing;  (2) 
market  surveys,  sales  demonstrations, 
and  customer  crew  training;  (3)  research 
(not  related  to  aircraft  development) ; 
and  (4)  operating  a  custom-built  (ama¬ 
teur-built)  aircraft.  Experimental  cer¬ 
tificates  would  continue  to  be  issued  un¬ 
der  §  21.191  for:  (1)  Showing  compliance 
with  regulations  (including  those  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  newly  established  classifica¬ 
tions) ;  (2)  aircraft  development;  (3) 
certain  crew  training;  and  (4)  operating 
amateur-built  aircraft  that  are  certifi¬ 
cated  pursuant  to  applications  made 
prior  to  a  date  two  years  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  amendment. 

Present  §  21.181  provides  that  experi¬ 
mental  certificates  are  effective  for  one 
year,  unless  a  shorter  period  is  prescribed 
by  the  Administrator.  The  FAA  believes, 
since  an  aircraft  certificated  for  use  in 
exhibition  and  air  racing,  research,  or 
custom-built  aircraft  operations,  is  gen¬ 
erally  continued  in  the  classification  on 
a  permanent  basis,  that  it  is  appropriate 
to  provide  for  continuing  effectiveness 
of  the  certificate  for  such  an  aircraft, 
provided  that  it  is  maintained  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  FAR’s  and  is  not  subjected 
to  a  major  alteration.  Since  major  altera¬ 
tions  on  those  aircraft  cannot  be  meas¬ 
ured  against  detailed  airworthiness  re¬ 
quirements,  such  as  are  applicable  to 
standard  category  aircraft,  an  aircraft 
in  one  of  the  new  classifications  on  which 
a  major  alteration  was  accomplished 
would  have  to  be  certificated  in  the  ex¬ 
perimental  classification  to  show  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  applicable  airworthiness 
requirements.  The  FAA  believes  it  is  not 
appropriate  to  provide  certificates  of  in¬ 
definite  duration  for  aircraft  certificated 
in  the  other  new  classification  (market 
survey,  sales  demonstration,  and  cus¬ 
tomer  crew  training),  since,  in  general, 
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an  aircraft  is  not  continued  indefinitely  ance  of  experimental  certificates  for  air-  certificates  issued  for  operating  ama¬ 
in  that  status.  Therefore,  it  is  proposed  craft  that  are  to  be  used  for  market  sur-  teur-built  aircraft  is  an  administrative 


that  those  certificates  have  a  duration  veys,  sales  demonstrations,  or  customer  burden  that  the  FAA  believes  can  be 
of  one  year,  unless  a  shorter  period  is  crew  training.  The  section  would  be  alleviated  without  adversely  affecting 
prescribed  by  the  Administrator.  amended  to  provide  for  the  issuance  of  safety.  Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to 

The  proposed  amendments  would  revise  new  special  certificates  for  those  pur-  establish,  in  new  §  21.196,  a  classification 
present  requirements  contained  in  poses.  Those  eligible  to  apply  under  the  of  special  certificates  for  such  aircraft, 
§  21.193  that  pertain  to  all  applications  present  section  would  also  be  eligible  un-  to  be  called  “custom-built”  certificates, 
for  experimental  certificates  to  specify  der  the  revised  section,  with  the  addition  New  §  21.196  would  contain  a  more  ob- 
that  the  applicant  is  entitled  to  the  cer-  of  an  engine  manufacturer  who  installs  jective  standard  regarding  what  is  re- 
tiflcate  when  the  Administrator  approves  different  engines  in  a  utility  aircraft.  New  quired  of  the  builder  than  the  present 
the  required  submission,  which  would  requirements  are  proposed  that  .would  standard.  However,  since  the  FAA  be- 
include  a  statement  indicating  the  areas  condition  the  issuance  of  the  certificate  lieves  it  would  be  an  unreasonable  bur¬ 
in  which  operations  are  to  be  conducted,  on  findings,  by  the  Administrator,  after  den  to  impose  the  new  standards  retro- 
It  is  further  proposed  that  an  appli-  inspection,  and  by  the  applicant,  that  the  actively,  aircraft  already  certificated  as 
cant  for  an  experimental  certificate  for  aircraft  has  no  unsafe  features  or  char-  “amateur-built”  could  remain  in  the  ex- 
the  purpose  of  training  the  applicant’s  acteristics  when  operated  in  accordance  perimental  classification,  unless  their 
flight  crews  would  be  required  to  estab-  with  any  restrictions  or  limitations  the  owners  chose  to  show  compliance  with 
lish  an  inspection  and  maintenance  pro-  Administrator  prescribes;  and  on  the  the  new  standards.  To  accommodate 
gram  and  show  that  the  aircraft  had  been  applicant  supplying  information  in  the  those  persons  presently  engaged  in  a 


operated  a  certain  minimum  number  of 
hours,  in  order  to  provide  an  improved 
level  of  safety  for  the  applicant’s  flight 
crews.  The  inspection  and  maintenance 
program  would  not  be  approved  by  the 
Administrator  in  view  of  the  necessarily 
dynamic  nature  of  such  a  program  as  it 
applies  to  an  aircraft  in  the  development 
stage  reflected  by  an  experimental  cer¬ 
tificate.  An  applicant  for  an  experimental 
certificate  for  the  purpose  of  operating 
an  amateur-built  aircraft,  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  comply  with  certain  placard 
requirements  to  inform  passengers  and 
other  operators  of  the  aircraft’s  amateur- 
built  status  and  of  any  restrictions  on 
acrobatic  flight.  In  this  connection,  it 
should  be  noted  that  acrobatics  would  not 
be  permitted  with  passengers  on  board, 
except  for  pilot  training  purposes. 
Finally,  §  21.193  would  be  amended  to 
include  the  substantive  provision  in  pres¬ 
ent  §  21.191(g),  that  requires  that  the 
major  portion  of  an  experimentally  cer¬ 
tificated  amateur-built  aircraft  be  con¬ 
structed  by  persons  who  undertook  the 
project  solely  for  their  own  education  or 
recreation. 

A  special  certificate  for  the  purpose 
of  exhibition  or  air  racing  would  be  is¬ 
sued  under  new  §  21.194.  With  the  excep¬ 
tion  that  the  purpose  of  exhibition  would 
include  exhibiting  the  aircraft  at  static 
displays,  the  purposes  for  which  the  cer¬ 
tificate  would  be  issued  would  be  those 
presently  provided  for  in  §  21.191(d)  and 
(e).  The  proposed  requirements  regard¬ 
ing  flight  test  area  operations  would  gen¬ 
erally  require  40  hours  of  flight  under  an 
experimental  certificate  issued  for  the 
purpose  before  a  special  certificate  for 
exhibition  or  air  racing  would  be  issued. 
Other  new  requirements,  that  would 
apply  to  all  applicants  under  new 
§  21.194,  include:  the  submission  of  data 
on  the  type  and  power  of  engine  in¬ 
stalled  ;  the  maximum  airspeed  at  which 
the  aircraft  is  to  be  flown;  a  statement 
of  the  purpose  for  which  the  aircraft  is 
to  be  used;  and  a  finding  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  after  inspection,  that  the  air¬ 
craft  has  no  unsafe  features  or  charac¬ 
teristics  when  operated  in  accordance 
with  any  restrictions  or  limitations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  him. 

Present  $  21.195  contains  additional  re¬ 
quirements  and  limitations  on  the  issu- 


aircraft  on  all  applicable  limitations.  The 
present  requirement  for  flight  before  is¬ 
suance  would  be  modified  from  50  hours 
to  40  hours  for  previously  uncertificated 
aircraft.  However,  since  aircraft  in  the 
new  classification  would  be  required  to  be 
maintained  in  accordance  with  Parts  43 
and  91,  the  present  requirement  for  a 
maintenance  program  would  be  deleted. 

Anew  §  21.195a  is  proposed  that  would 
contain  the  particular  provisions  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  issuance  of  special  airworthi¬ 
ness  certificates  for  aircraft  to  be  used 
as  vehicles  in  carrying  out  research  ac¬ 
tivity  not  related  to  aircraft  development. 
The  FAA  believes  it  is  appropriate  that 
an  aircraft  used  for  those  purposes 
should  be  one  that  does  not  deviate  from 
its  standard  configuration  except  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  perform  the  research. 
In  this  connection,  the  FAA  recognizes 
that  military  aircraft  often  have  unique 
performance  or  other  operational  capa¬ 
bilities  that  might  be  particularly  suited 
to  research  operations.  Therefore,  it  is 
proposed  to  include  them  in  the  class 
that  may  be  certificated  for  research, 
provided  they  conform  to  all  applicable 
military  specifications  and  technical  or¬ 
ders  except  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
perform  the  research  operations.  The 
certification  of  military  aircraft  would 
be  limited  to  surplus  aircraft  of  the  U.S. 
Armed  Forces  that  were  designed  and 
constructed  in  the  U.S.  In  addition,  it  is 
proposed  to  include  a  requirement  that 
any  aircraft  to  be  certificated  in  the  re¬ 
search  classification  would  have  to  be 
found  by  the  Administrator,  after  inspec¬ 
tion,  to  have  no  unsafe  features  or  char¬ 
acteristics  when  operated  in  accordance 
with  any  restrictions  or  limitations  he 
prescribes. 

Section  21.191(g)  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  presently  provides  for 
the  issuance  of  special  certificates  in  the 
experimental  category  for  the  purposes 
of  operating  amateur-built  aircraft.  In 
order  for  an  aircraft  to  be  eligible  for 
such  a  certificate;  the  major  portion  of 
it  must  have  been  fabricated  and  assem¬ 
bled  by  persons  who  undertook  its  con¬ 
struction  solely  for  their  own  education 
or  recreation.  Neither  these  aircraft  nor 
the  operations  in  which  they  generally 
engage  are  experimental  in  nature.  In 
addition,  the  annual  renewals  of  the 
ever  increasing  number  of  experimental 


project  to  certificate  an  aircraft  under 
present  §  21.191(g),  it  is  proposed  that 
they  could  receive  experimental  certifi¬ 
cates,  as  at  present,  provided  that  ap¬ 
plication  was  made  within  two  years  fol¬ 
lowing  the  amendment.  After  that  time 
any  home-built  aircraft  being  initially 
certificated  would  be  required  to  be  in 
compliance  with  the  standards  of  new 
§  21.196.  The  proposed  standards  in¬ 
clude  an  extensive,  though  not  exhaus¬ 
tive,  list  of  items  that  need  not  be  built 
by  the  amateur  builder,  which  the  FAA 
believes  will  decrease  the  uncertainty 
involved  in  determining  whether  or  not 
the  aircraft  qualifies  for  certification  in 
this  respect.  The  proposed  rules  also  in¬ 
clude  requirements  for  flight  operations 
under  an  experimental  certificate  as  a 
prerequisite  to  issuance  of  a  “custom- 
built”  certificate,  either  originally  or  fol¬ 
lowing  a  major  alteration.  These  re¬ 
quirements  would  closely  parallel  the 
present  practice  of  requiring  certain  op¬ 
erations  in  a  flight  test  area  that  are 
established  through  restrictions  in  the 
certificate  which  are  removed  when  the 
requirements  are  met.  In  addition,  it  is 
proposed  to  require  as  a  condition  for 
certification  that  there  be  an  “Owner 
and  Operator”  manual  that  includes 
specified  data  on  the  fundamental  op¬ 
eration  and  maintenance  requirements 
of  the  aircraft.  The  FAA  believes  such 
a  manual  is  necessary  in  view  of  the 
transferability  of  the  aircraft,  the  po¬ 
tential  operation  of  the  aircraft  by  per¬ 
sons  not  closely  associated  with  its  de¬ 
velopment,  the  needs  of  subsequent 
owners  for  information  upon  which  to 
obtain  maintenance  services  that  meet 
Part  43  requirements,  and  the  needs  of 
the  FAA  and  of  persons  performing 
maintenance  for  information  on  which 
to  judge  the  adequacy  of  maintenance. 
In  this  connection,  it  should  be  noted 
that  amendments  to  §§  43.3,  43.7,  and  a 
new  §  65.102  are  proposed  that  would 
permit  the  builder  of  a  “custom-built” 
aircraft  to  perform  maintenance  on  the 
aircraft.  The  FAA  believes  this  is  ap¬ 
propriate  in  view  of  the  specialized 
knowledge  such  a  person  would  have  con¬ 
cerning  the  aircraft.  Finally,  it  is  pro- 
'  posed  that  each  “custom-built”  aircraft 
be  appropriately  placarded  to  inform 
passengers  and  other  operators  of  its 
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special  status  and  of  any  restrictions  on 
acrobatic  flight.  In  this  connection.  It 
should  be  noted  that  acrobatic  flight 
would  not  be  permitted  with  passengers 
on  board,  except  for  pilot  training 
purposes. 

In  view  of  the  proposed  establishment 
of  new  classifications  of  non-standard 
certificates,  rules  are  proposed  in  Part 
91  that  would  be  applicable  to  the  op¬ 
eration  of  aircraft  that  would  have  the 
new  certificates.  The  proposed  rules, 
which  are  contained  in  proposed  new 
§  91.44,  are  similar  to  those  presently  ap¬ 
plicable  to  existing  non-standard  clas¬ 
sifications,  and  would  limit  operations  in 
all  cases  to  those  for  which  the  certifi¬ 
cate  was  issued.  Operations  involving 
the  carriage  of  persons  or  property  for 
compensation  or  hire  would  be  permitted 
only  for  customer  crew  training,  and, 
as  necessary,  for  research  operations, 
in  aircraft  that  are  certificated  for  those 
purposes.  In  this  connection,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  present  §  91.42,  that 
applies  to  aircraft  in  the  experimental 
classification,  to  delete  requirements  in 
paragraphs  (b)  and  (e)  that  are  certifi¬ 
cation  requirements  covered  by  Part  21. 

It  is  also  proposed  that  an  aircraft  hav¬ 
ing  one  of  the  new  certificates  for  the 
purpose  of  such  flight  have  a  recent  in¬ 
spection  prior  to  performing  acrobatics 
at  an  airshow  or  participating  in  a  closed 
course  air  race.  In  addition,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  require  that  operators  of  cus¬ 
tom-built  aircraft  advise  passengers  of 
the  status  of  the  aircraft,  operate  VFR, 
day  only,  unless  otherwise  authorized, 
and  that  each  custom-built  aircraft  be 
maintained  in  accordance  with  its 
“Owner  and  Operator”  manual. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  proposals 
contained  in  this  Notice  deal  with  cer¬ 
tain  subjects  for  which  proposals  were 
received  for  the  1974-75  Airworthiness 
Review  Program  (Notice  74-5;  39  FR 
5785) .  As  indicated  in  Notice  74-5A,  No¬ 
tice  of  Availability  and  Invitation  to  Sub¬ 
mit  Comments  (39  FR  18662),  the  pro¬ 
posals  included  in  the  Compilation  of 
Proposals  of  the  Airworthiness  Review 
Program  that  relate  directly  to  issues 
covered  in  separate  rulemaking  actions 
initiated  by  the  FAA  will  be  removed 
from  further  consideration  during  the 
Airworthiness  Review.  In  that  light.  Pro¬ 
posals  Nos.  35  and  498,  on  §§  21.191(h) 
and  91.42(a)(2),  respectively,  proposed 
by  Flight  Systems,  Inc.,  are  removed 
from  consideration  in  the  Airworthiness 
Review  Program  since  the  issues  to 
which  they  relate  are  covered  by  this 
Notice  and  this  Notice  would  not  be  com¬ 
prehensive  without  those  proposals  being 
covered. 

(Sections  313(a),  601,  602,  603,  and  608, 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1354(a),  1421,  1422,  1423,  and  1428),  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c).) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  Parts  21,  43,  45,  65, 
and  91  as  follows: 

1.  The  table  of  contents  of  Part  21  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
sections  as  follows: 

Sec. 

•  •  •  •  • 


21.194  Special  certificates:  exhibit  and  air 
racing 

•  •  •  •  • 

21.195a  Special  certificates:  research 
21.196  Special  certificates:  custom-built 
aircraft. 

la.  By  revising  paragraph  (b)  of  S  21.- 
175  to  read  as  follows: 

§  21.175  Airworthiness  certificates:  clas¬ 
sification. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  The  following  are  special  airwor¬ 
thiness  certificates: 

(1)  Restricted  certificates. 

(2)  Limited  certificates. 

(3)  Provisional  certificates. 

(4)  Experimental  certificates. 

(5)  Research  certificates. 

(6)  Custom-built  certificates. 

(7)  Exhibition  and  air  racing  certifi¬ 
cates. 

(8)  Market  survey,  sales  demonstra¬ 
tion,  and  customer  crew  training  certifi¬ 
cates. 

(9)  Special  flight  permits. 

2.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  (3)  and 
adding  new  paragraph  (a)  (4)  to  §  21.181 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  21.181  Duration. 

(a)  •  *  • 

(3)  The  following  certificates  are  each 
effective  for  one  year  after  the  date  of 
issue  or  renewal  unless  a  shorter  period 
is  prescribed  by  the  Administrator: 

(i)  Experimental  certificates. 

(ii)  Market  survey,  sales  demonstra¬ 
tion,  and  customer  crew  training  certifi¬ 
cates. 

(4)  The  following  certificates  are  ef¬ 
fective  so  long  as  the  maintenance, 
preventive  maintenance,  and  minor  al¬ 
terations  are  performed  in  accordance 
with  Parts  43  and  91  of  this  chapter  and 
no  major  alteration,  as  defined  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  to  Part  43  of  this  chapter,  is 
performed: 

(i)  Custom-built  certificates. 

(ii)  Exhibition  and  air  racing  certifi¬ 
cates. 

(iii)  Research  certificates. 

•  •  •  •  * 

3.  By  revising  §  21.191  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  21.191  Experimental  certificates. 

Experimental  certificates  are  issued 
for  the  following  purposes: 

(a)  Aircraft  development.  Testing  new 
aircraft  design  concepts,  new  aircraft 
equipment,  and  new  aircraft  installa¬ 
tions  with  either  an  aircraft  to  which 
the  design  concepts,  equipment,  or  in¬ 
stallations  are  directly  applicable,  or  with 
an  aircraft  that  is  operated  by  its  man¬ 
ufacturer  in  developing  his  future  de¬ 
signs. 

(b)  Showing  compliance  with  regula¬ 
tions.  Conducting  flight  tests  and  other 
operations  to  show  compliance  with  ap¬ 
plicable  airworthiness  regulations  in¬ 
cluding  flight  to  show  compliance  for  is¬ 
suance  of  type  and  supplemental  type 
certificates  and  airworthiness  certifi¬ 
cates,  flights  to  substantiate  major 
design  changes,  and  flights  to  show 


compliance  with  the  function  and  reli¬ 
ability  requirements  of  the  regulations. 

(c)  Crew  training.  Training  of  the 
applicant's  flight  crews  for  the  purpose 
of  conducting  operations  specified  in  par¬ 
agraph  (a)  or  (b)  of  this  section.  Air¬ 
planes  certificated  for  any  purpose  speci¬ 
fied  in  paragraph  (a)  or  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  may  also  be  certificated  for  this 
purpose. 

(d)  Operating  amateur-built  aircraft. 
Operating  an  amateur-built  aircraft  for 
which  an  experimental  certificate  for  the 
purpose  of  such  operation  was  issued 
pursuant  to  an  application  made  prior 
to  (the  date  two  years  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  amendment) . 

*  •  *  *  * 

4.  By  revising  §21.193  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  21.193  Experimental  certificates:  gen¬ 
eral. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraphs 
(b)  and  (c)  of  this  section,  an  applicant 
for  an  experimental  certificate  is  entitled 
to  that  certificate  when  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  approves  the  following: 

(1)  A  statement,  in  form  and  manner 
prescribed  by  the  Administrator,  setting 
forth  the  purpose  for  which  the  air¬ 
craft  is  to  be  used. 

(2)  Enough  data  (such  as  photo¬ 
graphs)  to  identify  the  aircraft. 

(3)  Any  pertinent  information  found 
necessary  by  the  Administrator,  upon 
inspection  of  the  aircraft,  to  safeguard 
the  general  public. 

(4)  The  areas  over  which  operations 
will  be  conducted  including,  as  applica¬ 
ble,  the  flight  test  area  to  be  assigned  by 
the  Administrator  for  showing  that: 

(i)  The  aircraft  is  controllable 
throughout  its  normal  range  of  speeds 
and  throughout  all  maneuvers  to  be  per¬ 
formed:  and 

(ii)  The  aircraft  has  no  unsafe  oper¬ 
ating  characteristics  or  design  features. 

(b)  An  applicant  for  an  experimental 
certificate  for  an  aircraft  to  be  used  for 
training  the  applicant’s  flight  crews  is 
entitled  to  that  certificate  if,  in  addition 
to  meeting  the  requirements  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section: 

(1)  He  has  established  a  maintenance 
program  for  the  continued  airworthiness 
of  the  aircraft:  and 

(2)  He  shows  that  the  aircraft  has 
been  flown  for  at  least  40  hours,  except 
that  for  a  type  certificated  aircraft  that 
has  been  modified,  5  hours  is  sufficient. 

<c)  An  applicant  for  an  experimental 
certificate  for  the  purpose  of  operating 
an  amateur-built  aircraft  as  provided  for 
in  §  21.191(d)  is  entitled  to  that  certifi¬ 
cate  if,  in  addition  to  meeting  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section: 

(1)  He  makes  original  application 
prior  to  (the  date  two  years  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  amendment)  or  has 
a  currently  effective  certificate  for  the 
purpose; 

(2)  The  major  portion  of  the  aircraft 
has  been  fabricated  and  assembled  by 
persons  who  undertook  the  project  solely 
for  their  own  education  or  recreation: 
and 
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(3)  The  aircraft  contains  the  follow¬ 
ing  placards  as  applicable,  displayed  in 
full  view  of  all  occupants: 

(i)  A  placard  with  the  words  “Warn¬ 
ing — This  aircraft  is  amateur-built  and 
has  not  been  shown  to  comply  with  the 
safety  standards  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  for  standard  category 
aircraft.” 

(ii)  A  placard  containing  an  operating 
limitation  against  acrobatics  except 
those  that  the  Administrator  has  found, 
through  demonstration  by  the  applicant 
in  a  flight  test  area,  can  be  safely 
performed. 

(iii)  A  placard  containing  an  operat¬ 
ing  limitation  against  otherwise  permis¬ 
sible  acrobatics  while  carrying  passen¬ 
gers.  except  when  all  passengers  are 
carried  for  pilot  training  purposes. 

5.  By  adding  a  new  §  21.194  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  21.194  Special  certificates:  exhibition 
and  air  racing. 

(a)  Any  person  eligible  under  §  21.173 
of  this  Part  may  apply  for  a  special  cer¬ 
tificate  for  an  aircraft  that  is  to  be  used 
solely  for  any  combination  of : 

( 1 )  Exhibition  at  air  shows ; 

(2)  Exhibition  at  static  displays; 

(3)  Participation  in  motion  picture, 
television,  and  similar  productions; 

(4)  Participation  in  air  races;  and 

(5)  The  establishment  and  mainte- 
ance  of  necessary  flight  proficiency,  and 
flying  to  and  from  air  shows,  displays, 
productions,  and  racing  events. 

(b)  An  applicant  for  a  special  certifi¬ 
cate  under  this  section  is  entitled  to  that 
certificate  if : 

(1)  The  Administrator  approves  a 
statement,  in  form  and  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  by  him,  setting  forth  each  pur¬ 
pose  for  which  the  aircraft  is  to  be  used; 

(2)  The  Administrator  approves 
either: 

(i)  Evidence  of  operations  that  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  the  aircraft  has  no  unsafe 
features  or  characteristics  when  used 
for  the  purposes  set  forth  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (b)(1)  of  this  section; 
or 

<ii )  Evidence  that  the  aircraft  has 
been  operated  in  a  flight  test  area  for  40 
hours  in  accordance  with  an  approved 
test  procedure  carried  out  under  an  ex¬ 
perimental  certificate,  except  that  the 
time  may  be  shortened  if  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  finds  that  the  aircraft  design  and 
construction  have  been  shown  to  be  re¬ 
liable  in  aircraft  of  the  same  design  and 
that  the  aircraft  has  no  unusual  features 
or  characteristics,  or  the  time  may  be 
lengthened  if  the  Administrator  finds 
that  additional  testing  is  required  to  de¬ 
termine  that  the  aircraft  has  no  unsafe 
features  or  characteristics; 

(3>  The  Administrator  approves  data 
specifying  the  type  of  engine  installed, 
the  horsepower  or  thrust  rating  of  the 
engine,  and  the  maximum  airspeed  in 
knots  that  the  aircraft  will  be  flown;  and 

(4)  The  Administrator  finds,  after  in¬ 
spection  of  the  aircraft,  that  it  has  no 
unsafe  features  or  characteristics  when 
operated  in  accordance  with  any  restric¬ 


tions  or  limitations  that  he  prescribes  as 
necessary  in  the  interest  of  safety,  in¬ 
cluding  special  operating  limitations 
found  necessary  for: 

(i )  Jet  powered  aircraft ; 

(ii)  Propeller-driven  aircraft  of  over 
800  horsepower  and  capable  of  airspeeds 
over  250  knots;  or 

(iii)  Aircraft  to  be  used  for  acrobatics 
or  for  air  racing. 

6.  By  revising  the  heading  and  text  of 
§  21.195  to  read  as  follows: 

§  21.195  Special  certificates:  market  sur¬ 
veys,  sales  demonstrations,  and  cus¬ 
tomer  crew  training. 

(a)  A  manufacturer  of  aircraft  manu¬ 
factured  within  the  United  States  may 
apply  for  a  special  certificate  for  an  air¬ 
craft  manufactured  by  him  that  is  to  be 
used  for  any  combination  of  market  sur¬ 
veys,  sales  demonstrations,  or  customer 
crew  training. 

(b)  A  manufacturer  of  aircraft  engines 
who  has  altered  a  type  certificated  air¬ 
craft  by  installing  different  engines, 
manufactured  by  him  within  the  United 
States,  may  apply  for  a  special  certificate 
for  the  aircraft  to  permit  its  use  for  any 
combination  of  market  survey,  sales 
demonstrations,  or  customer  crew  train¬ 
ing,  if  the  basic  aircraft,  before  altera¬ 
tion,  was  type  certificated  in  the  normal, 
utility,  acrobatic,  or  transport  category. 

(c)  An  applicant  for  a  special  certifi¬ 
cate  under  this  section  is  entitled  to  that 
certificate  if,  in  addition  to  meeting  the 
eligibility  requirements  of  either  para¬ 
graph  (a)  or  (b)  of  this  section: 

(1)  The  Administrator  finds,  after  in¬ 
spection  of  the  aircraft,  that  it  has  no 
unsafe  features  or  characteristics  when 
operated  in  accordance  with  any  restric¬ 
tions  or  limitations  that  he  prescribes  as 
necessary  in  the  interest  of  safety; 

(2)  The  applicant  submits  a  statement 
that  the  aircraft  has  been  found  by  him 
to  be  in  a  safe  operating  condition  under 
the  applicable  limitations; 

(3)  The  applicant  has  operated  the 
aircraft,  in  a  flight  test  area  under  an 
experimental  certificate  for  at  least  40 
hours,  except  that  for  a  type  certificated 
aircraft  that  has  been  modified,  5  hours 
is  sufficient;  and 

(4)  The  aircraft  is  supplied  with  an 
aircraft  flight  manual  or  other  document 
and  appropriate  placards  containing  all 
applicable  limitations. 

7.  By  adding  a  new  §  21.195a  to  read 
as  follows : 

§  21.195a  Special  certificates:  research. 

(a)  Any  person  eligible  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  21.173  of  this  Part  may  apply 
for  a  special  certificate  for  an  aircraft 
that  is  to  be  used  solely  for  any  combina¬ 
tion  of  testing  new  aircraft  equipment, 
new  aircraft  installations,  new  aircraft 
operating  techniques,  and  new  uses  for 
aircraft. 

(b)  An  applicant  for  a  special  certifi¬ 
cate  under  this  section  is  entitled  to 
that  certificate  if : 

(1)  The  aircraft  either: 

(i>  Is  eligible  for  a  standard  air¬ 
worthiness  certificate  except  for  those 


alterations  necessary  to  perform  the 
research  operations;  or 

(ii)  Is  one  that  was  designed  and  con¬ 
structed  in  the  United  States,  accepted 
for  operational  use,  and  declared  surplus 
by  an  Armed  Force  of  the  United  States, 
and  conforms  to  all  applicable  military 
specifications  and  technical  orders,  ex¬ 
cept  for  those  alterations  necessary  to 
perform  the  research  operations;  and 

(2)  The  Administrator  finds,  after  in¬ 
spection  of  the  aircraft,  that  it  has  no 
unsafe  features  or  characteristics  when 
operated  in  accordance  with  any  restric¬ 
tions  or  limitations  that  he  prescribes 
as  necessary  in  the  interest  of  safety. 

8.  By  adding  a  new  §  21.196  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  21.196  Special  certificates:  custom- 
built  aircraft. 

(a)  Any  person  eligible  under  5  21.173 
of  this  Part  may  apply  for  a  special  cer¬ 
tificate  for  operating  a  custom-built 
aircraft. 

(b)  An  applicant  for  a  special  certifi¬ 
cate  under  this  section  is  entitled  to  that 
certificate  if  the  aircraft  meets  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

( 1 )  It  has  a  currently  effective  experi¬ 
mental  certificate  issued  for  the  purpose 
of  operating  an  amateur-built  aircraft  or 
showing  compliance  with  this  section. 

(2)  It  has  been  fabricated  and  assem¬ 
bled  by  persons  who  undertook  the  con¬ 
struction  project  solely  for  their  own 
education  or  recreation,  and  was  built 
using  raw  materials,  including  preformed 
panels  or  parts,  extrusions,  castings,  and 
forgings,  except  that  the  following  manu¬ 
factured  items  may  be  used: 

(i)  Engines  and  accessories. 

(ii)  Rotor  blades  and  hubs. 

(iii)  Propellers. 

(iv)  Instruments. 

(v)  Wheels. 

(vi)  Tires. 

(vii)  Brakes. 

(viii)  System  components  and  parts 
including  pumps,  actuators,  hydraulic 
lines,  and  fittings. 

(ix)  Standard  aircraft  or  commercial 
hardware  including  nuts,  bolts,  pins, 
handles,  and  knobs. 

(x)  Individual  components  from  pre¬ 
viously  type  certificated  aircraft. 

(3)  It  has  an  “Owner  and  Operator” 
manual  that  includes  the  following: 

(i)  A  description  of  the  aircraft  (pho¬ 
tos  or  drawings). 

(ii)  The  specification  of  all  materials 
used  in  the  construction. 

(iii)  Details  of  engine  and  propeller 
if  other  than  type  certificated  or  if  used 
beyond  type  certificated  limits. 

(iv)  Weight  and  balance  information. 

(v)  All  operating  restrictions  and  lim¬ 
itations  prescribed  by  the  Administrator 
under  paragraph  (a)  (4)  of  this  section. 

(vi)  Descriptions  of  all  systems. 

(vii)  Lubrication  instructions  setting 
forth  the  frequency,  and  the  lubricants 
and  fluids  which  are  to  be  used. 

(viii)  Pressures,  electrical  capacities, 
and  electrical  loads. 

(ix)  Tolerances  and  adjustments  nec¬ 
essary  for  proper  functioning  of  the  air¬ 
craft  and  systems. 
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(x)  The  methods  and  frequency  of  in¬ 
spection,  overhaul,  testing,  repairs,  in¬ 
stallation,  and  service. 

(xi)  Special  techniques  for  determin¬ 
ing  the  condition  of  the  aircraft  and 
components,  if  applicable. 

(xii)  A  list  of  special  tools. 

(xiii)  The  life  limits  of  components, 
if  applicable. 

(4)  It  has  been  found  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  after  inspection,  to  have  no  un¬ 
safe  features  or  characteristics  when  op¬ 
erated  in  accordance  with  any  restric¬ 
tions  or  limitations  that  he  prescribes 
as  necessary  in  the  interest  of  safety. 

(5)  It  has  been  operated  safely  under 
an  experimental  certificate  in  an  area 
designated  by  the  Administrator: 

(i)  For  40  hours,  if  equipped  with  an 
engine  certificated  in  accordance  with 
Part  33  of  this  chapter  and  operated 
within  type  certificated  limits ;  or 

(ii)  For  60  hours,  if  equipped  with  any 
other  engine. 

The  times  specified  in  this  subparagraph 
may  be  shortened  if  the  Administrator 
finds  the  aircraft  design  and  construc¬ 
tion  have  been  shown  to  be  reliable  in 
other  aircraft  of  the  same  design  and 
that  the  aircraft  has  no  unusual  features 
or  characteristics,  or  may  be  lengthened 
if  the  Administrator  finds  that  addi¬ 
tional  testing  is  required  to  ensure  that 
the  aircraft  has  no  unsafe  features  or 
characteristics. 

(6)  It  contains  the  following  placards, 
as  applicable,  in  full  view  of  all  occu¬ 
pants: 

(i)  A  placard  with  the  words:  “Warn¬ 
ing  this  aircraft  is  custom-built  and  has 
not  been  shown  to  comply  with  the  safety 
standards  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  for  standard  category  aircraft.” 

(ii)  A  placard  containing  an  operating 
limitation  against  acrobatics  except  those 
that  the  Administrator  has  found, 
through  demonstration  by  the  applicant 
in  a  flight  test  area,  can  be  safely  per¬ 
formed. 

(iii)  A  placard  containing  an  operating 
limitation  against  otherwise  permissible 
acrobatics  while  carrying  passengers  ex¬ 
cept  when  all  passengers  are  carried  for 
pilot  training  purposes. 

(c)  A  previously  certificated  custom- 
built  aircraft  that  has  undergone  a 
major  alteration  as  defined  in  Part  43  of 
this  chapter  and  subsequently  has  been 
operated  safely  under  an  experimental 
certificate  for  10  hours  in  an  area 
designated  by  the  Administrator  to  en¬ 
sure  that  the  major  alteration  does  not 
adversely  affect  safety,  is  eligible  for  a 
custom-built  certificate,  except  that  the 
10-hour  period  may  be  shortened  or 
lengthened  if  the  Administrator  finds 
that,  for  a  specific  major  alteration,  a 
shorter  time  is  sufficient  or  a  longer  time 
is  required,  to  ensure  that  the  major 
alteration  does  not  adversely  affect 
safety. 

(d)  A  special  certificate  for  operating 
a  custom-built  aircraft  authorizes  those 
operations  covered  by  a  special  certifi¬ 
cate  for  exhibition  and  air  racing,  but 
not  those  operations  covered  by  any 
other  special  certificate. 


9.  By  adding  a  new  §  43.3 (j)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  43.3  Persons  authorized  to  perform 
maintenance.  preventive  mainte¬ 
nance,  rebuilding,  and  alterations. 

*  *  *  •  • 

(j)  The  builder  of  an  aircraft  that  has 
a  custom-built  certificate,  who  is  the 
holder  of  a  repairman  certificate  (cus¬ 
tom-built)  for  that  aircraft,  issued 
under  this  chapter,  may  perform  main¬ 
tenance,  preventive  maintenance,  re¬ 
building,  and  alterations,  and  100-hour 
inspections  on  that  aircraft,  as  provided 
in  Part  65  of  this  chapter. 

10.  By  adding  a  new  §  43.7(g)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  43.7  Persons  authorized  to  approve 
aircraft,  airframes,  aircraft  engines, 
propellers,  and  appliances  for  return 
to  service  after  maintenance,  preven¬ 
tive  maintenance,  rebuilding,  or  al¬ 
teration. 

***** 

(g)  The  builder  of  an  aircraft  that 
has  a  custom-built  certificate,  who  is  the 
holder  of  a  repairman  certificate  (cus¬ 
tom-built)  for  that  aircraft,  issued  under 
this  chapter  may  approve  that  aircraft 
for  return  to  service,  as  provided  in  Part 
65  of  this  chapter. 

11.  By  redesigning  §  43.17  as  §  43.18, 
and  adding  a  new  §  43.17  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  43.17  Maintenance  of  custom-built 
aircraft. 

Each  person  performing  an  inspection 
or  other  work  on  an  aircraft  certificated 
as  a  custom-built  aircraft  shall  perform 
the  inspection  and  work  in  accordance 
with  the  applicable  maintenance  provi¬ 
sions  in  the  “Owner  and  Operator”  man¬ 
ual  for  the  particular  aircraft. 

12.  By  revising  paragraph  (b>  of 
§  45.23  to  read  as  follows: 

§  45.23  Display  of  mark?:  general.  , 
***** 

(b)  When  marks  that  include  only  the 
Roman  capital  letter  “N”  and  the  regis¬ 
tration  number  are  displayed  on  a  limited 
or  restricted  category  aircraft  or  an  ex- 
perimental  or  provisionally  certificated 
aircraft,  or  on  another  aircraft  which 
has  a  special  certificate,  except  a  special 
flight  permit,  the  operator  shall  also  dis¬ 
play,  near  each  entrance  to  the  cabin  or 
cockpit,  in  letters  not  less  than  2  inches 
nor  more  than  6  inches  in  height,  the 
following,  as  applicable : 

(1)  For  limited  category — the  word 
“LIMITED”. 

(2)  For  restricted  category — the  word 
“RESTRICTED”. 

(3)  For  experimental  classification — 
the  word  “EXPERIMENTAL”. 

(4)  For  provisional  clasification — the 
word  “PROVISIONAL”. 

(5)  For  exhibition  and  air  racing 
classification — the  word  “EXHIBI¬ 
TION”. 

(6)  For  market  survey,  sales  demon¬ 
stration,  and  customer  crew  training 


classification — the  words  “MARKET 

SURVEY”. 

(7)  For  research  classification — the 
word  “RESEARCH”. 

(8)  For  custom-built  classification — 
the  word  “CUSTOM-BUILT”. 

13.  By  adding  a  new  paragraph  (g) 
to  §  65.101  to  read  as  follows: 

§  65.101  Eligibility  requirement*:  gen¬ 
eral. 

***** 

(g)  This  section  does  not  apply  to  the 
issuance  of  repairmen  certificates  (cus¬ 
tom-built)  under  §  65.102. 

14.  By  adding  a  new  §  65.102  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  65.102  Repairman  certificate  (eustoni- 
built). 

To  be  eligible  for  a  repairman  certifi¬ 
cate  (custom-built)  a  person  must — 

(a)  Be  the  builder  of  the  aircraft  to 
which  the  certificate  is  applicable;  and 

(b)  Show  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Administrator,  that  he  is  qualified  to 
perform,  maintenance,  preventive  main¬ 
tenance,  rebuilding,  alterations  and  100 
hours  inspections  on  the  aircraft  compo¬ 
nents  and  parts  for  which  the  certificate 
authorizes  such  performance. 

§  91.42  [Amended] 

15.  By  deleting  paragraphs  (b)  and 

(e)  of  §  91.42  and  redesignating  para¬ 
graphs  (c)  and  (d)  as  (b)  and  (c), 
respectively. 

16.  By  adding  a  new  §  91.44  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  91.44  Aircraft  having  exhibition  and 
air  racing,  research,  custom-built,  or 
market  survey,  sales  demonstration 
and  customer  cre«v  training  certifi¬ 
cates. 

(a)  No  person  may  operate  an  air¬ 
craft  that  has  an  exhibition  and  air 
racing,  research,  custom-built,  or  market 
survey,  sales  demonstration  and  cus¬ 
tomer  crew  training  special  certificate— 

( 1 )  For  other  than  a  purpose  for  which 
the  certificate  was  issued; 

(2)  Carrying  persons  or  property  for 
compensation  or  hire  except  for — 

(i)  Customer  crew  training  in  an  air¬ 
craft  having  a  certificate  for  that  pur¬ 
pose;  and 

(ii)  Providing  flight  crew  member 
training  in  a  research  operation,  and  the 
carriage  of  persons,  equipment,  or  ma¬ 
terial  necessary  for  the  accomplishment 
of  a  research  operation,  in  an  aircraft 
having  a  certificate  for  that  purpose; 

(3)  For  the  performance  of  acrobatics 
at  an  air  show  or  participation  in  a  closed 
course  air  race  unless  within  the  previous 
25  hours’  time  in  service,  the  aircraft  has 
been  inspected  in  accordance  with  Ap¬ 
pendix  C  of  Part  43  of  this  chapter  and 
been  returned  to  service  in  accordance 
with  that  Part; 

(4)  Except  under  VFR  day  only,  unless 
otherwise  specifically  authorized  by  the 
Administrator;  and 
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(5)  Without  advising  each  person  car¬ 
ried  of  the  special  airworthiness  status 
of  the  aircraft. 

(b)  In  addition  to  the  limitations  con¬ 
tained  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section, 
no  person  may  operate  an  aircraft  that 
has  a  custom-built  certificate  except  in 
accordance  with  the  restrictions  and 
limitations  contained  in  its  “Owner  and 
Operator”  manual,  and  the  placards  re¬ 
quired  by  this  chapter. 

17.  By  adding  a  new  S  91.161(c)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  91.161  Applicability. 

*  •  *  •  * 

(c)  The  provisions  of  §  91.171  of  this 
part  do  not  apply  to  an  aircraft  having 
a  custom-built  certificate. 

18.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  and 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (d),  to  §  91.169 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  91.169  Inspections. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraphs 
(c)  and  (d)  of  this  section  no  person 
may  operate  an  aircraft  unless,  within 
the  preceding  12  calendar  months,  it  has 
had — 

*  •  •  «  • 

(d)  No  person  may  operate  an  aircraft 
that  has  a  custom-built  certificate  un¬ 
less  within  the  preceding  100  hours’  time 
in  service  or  12  calendar  months,  which¬ 
ever  provides  for  the  more  recent  inspec¬ 
tion,  that  aircraft  has  had  a  100-hour 
inspection  and  been  approved  for  return 
to  service  in  accordance  with  Part  43  of 
this  chapter. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  August 
2,  1974. 

R.  P.  Skully, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-18601  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[  Airspace  Docket  No.  74-GLr-25] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
alter  the  transition  area  at  Columbus, 
Ohio. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Great  Lakes  Region,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue.  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  September  13, 1974,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hearing 
is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration  of¬ 
ficials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any 


data,  views  or  arguments  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with  this 
notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018. 

A  standard  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedure  has  been  developed  for  the  Fair- 
field  County  Airport,  Lancaster,  Ohio. 
Additional  controlled  airspace  is  required 
to  protect  this  procedure. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

In  §  71.181  (39  FR  440),  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  as  indicated 
below: 

Coltjmbus,  Ohio 

Add  “within  a  9  mile  radius  of  Fairfield 
County  Airport  (latitude  39°45'21“  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  82°39’27"  W). 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348):  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on 
July  23,  1974. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 
Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-18602  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-NE-27] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  §  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so 
as  to  alter  the  Newport,  Vermont,  700- 
foot  Transition  Area  (39  FR  554). 

As  a  result  of  the  installation  of  run¬ 
way  lighting  on  runway  18-36  at  Newport 
State  Airport,  night  approaches  are  now 
authorized  for  that  runway.  This  will  re¬ 
quire  modification  of  the  effective  hours 
of  the  existing  700-foot  transition  area 
from  the  present  sunrise  to  sunset  opera¬ 
tion  to  operation  on  a  full  time  24-hour 
basis. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  New  England 
Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Di¬ 
vision,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts  01803.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  within  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  13, 1974,  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  may  be  made  for 
informal  conferences  with  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  officials  by  contact¬ 


ing  the  Chief,  Operations,  Procedures 
and  Airspace  Branch,  New  England 
Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  12  New  Eng¬ 
land  Executive  Park,  Burlington,  Massa¬ 
chusetts. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Newport,  Vermont,  proposes  the  air¬ 
space  action  hereinafter  set  forth: 

§  71.181  [Amended] 

1.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  amend¬ 
ing  the  existing  description  of  the  New¬ 
port,  Vermont,  700-foot  Transition  Area 
by  deleting  the  words  “This  transition 
area  is  effective  from  sunrise  to  sunset, 
dally.” 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  July  26, 1974. 

Ferris  J.  Howland, 
Director,  New  England  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-18604  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-NE-28J 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  §  71.181  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
alter  the  Augusta,  Maine,  700-foot  tran¬ 
sition  area  (39  FR  448) . 

New  Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  have  been  established  at  Au¬ 
gusta  State  Airport,  Augusta,  Maine,  in 
accordance  with  the  U.S.  Standard  for 
Terminal  Instrument  Procedures.  These 
new  procedures  will  require  the  alteration 
of  the  existing  Augusta,  Maine,  700-foot 
transition  area  in  order  to  provide  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  protection  for  aircraft 
executing  these  procedures. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  de¬ 
sire.  Communications  should  be  submit¬ 
ted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director,  New 
England  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  12  New  England  Executive  Park, 
Burlington,  Massachusetts  01803.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
September  13,  1974,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  hearing  is  contemplated 
at  this  time,  but  arrangements  may  be 
made  for  informal  conferences  with  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  officials  by 
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contacting  the  Chief,  Operations,  Proce¬ 
dures  and  Airspace  Branch,  New  England 
Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal1  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Office  of  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  12  New  England 
Executive  Park,  Burlington,  Massachu¬ 
setts. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Augusta,  Maine,  proposes  the  airspace 
action  hereinafter  set  forth: 

1.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  Augusta, 
Maine,  700-foot  transition  area  and  in¬ 
sert  the  following  in  lieu  thereof : 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-mlle 
radius  of  the  center  of  the  Augusta  State 
Airport  (latitude  44°19'  N.,  longitude  69°48' 
W.)  and  within  6.5  miles  northeast  and  9.5 
miles  southwest  of  the  328*  bearing  extend¬ 
ing  24  miles  northwest  of  the  airport. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  July  26, 1974. 

Ferris  J.  Howland, 
Director,  New  England  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-18603  Filed  8-13-74,8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[  Airspace  Docket  No.  74-NE-29  ] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  amending  §  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
so  as  to  alter  the  Hartford,  Connecticut, 
700-Foot  Transition  Area  (39  FR  506). 

A  new  back-course  localizer  instru¬ 
ment  approach  will  be  established  for 
Runway  24  at  Bradley  International  Air¬ 
port,  Windsor  Locks,  Connecticut.  This 
will  require  alteration  of  the  Hartford, 
Connecticut,  700-foot  transition  area  so 
as  to  provide  controlled  airspace  for  air¬ 
craft  executing  the  procedure  for  this 
new  approach. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  New  England 
Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts  01803.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  on  or  before  September  13, 


'Map  filed  as  part  of  the  original  docu¬ 
ments. 


1974,  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  may  be  made  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  officials  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Operations,  Procedures  and  Air¬ 
space  Branch,  New  England  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal 1  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  12  New  England 
Executive  Park,  Burlington,  Massachu¬ 
setts. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Hartford,  Connecticut,  proposes  the 
airspace  action  hereinafter  set  forth: 

*  1.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  Hartford, 
Connecticut,  700-foot  Transition  Area 
and  insert  the  following  in  lieu  thereof : 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  11.5-mlle 
radius  of  the  center,  lat.  41°56'19''  N.,  long. 
72°41'00"  W.  of  Bradley  International  Air¬ 
port,  Windsor  Locks,  Conn.;  within  6.5  miles 
southeast  and  4  miles  northwest  of  the 
Bradley  International  Airport  back-course 
localizer  northeast  course,  extending  from 
the  11.5-mile  radius  area  to  19.5  miles  north¬ 
east  of  the  Bradley  International  Airport; 
within  4.5  mlels  northwest  and  16.5  miles 
southeast  of  the  Bradley  International  Air¬ 
port  ILS  localizer  southwest  course,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  11.5-mile  radius  area  to  18.5 
miles  southwest  of  the  OM;  within  a  9-mile 
radius  of  the  center  41°45’10''  N.,  72°37'25" 
W.  of  the  Rentschler  Field,  East  Hartford, 
Conn.;  within  3.5  miles  each  side  of  a  130° 
bearing  from  the  Bralnard  NDB  extending 
from  the  NDB  to  11.5  miles  southeast  of  the 
NDB;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  center- 
line  of  Runway  4  extended  10  miles  from  the 
end  of  the  runway;  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  centerline  of  Runway  22  extended  10 
miles  from  the  end  of  the  runway;  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Hartford  VOR  154° 
radial  extending  from  the  9-mile  radius 
area  to  8  miles  southeast  of  the  VORTAC; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Hartford 
VORTAC  130°  and  310°  radials  extending 
from  the  9-mile  radius  area  to  6  miles  south¬ 
east  of  the  VORTAC;  within  6  miles  north¬ 
west  and  6  miles  southeast  of  the  Hartford 
VOR  223°  radial  extending  from  the  VOR 
to  a  point  15  miles  southwest;  excluding 
those  portions  that  coincide  with  the  Chico¬ 
pee  Falls,  Mass.  700-foot  Transition  Area. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(72  Stat.  749;  U.S.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  July  26, 1974. 

Ferris  J.  Howland, 
Director,  New  England  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-18605  Filed  S-13-74;8:45  am| 


1  Map  filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


Federal  Highway  Administration 

[  49  CFR  Parts  390,  391,  392,  393,  395, 
396] 

[Docket  No.  MC-50;  Notice  No.  74)  * 

LIGHTWEIGHT  VEHICLES  FROM  FEDERAL 
MOTOR  CARRIER  SAFETY  REGULATIONS 

Proposed  General  Exemption 

The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Motor 
Carrier  Safety  is  considering  the  issuance 
of  a  broad  general  exemption  from  the 
Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  most  lightweight  mo- 
tory  vehicles  which  operate  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  and  to  drivers  en¬ 
gaged  wholly  in  the  operation  of  those 
vehicles.  The  exemption  would  apply  to 
commercial  motor  vehicles  which  have 
a  manufacturer’s  gross  vehicle  weight 
rating  of  10,000  pounds  or  less  (or,  in  the 
case  of  vehicles  manufactured  before 
gross  vehicle  weight  ratings  were  re¬ 
quired  to  be  assigned,  a  gross  weight  of 
10,000  pounds  or  less)  and  which  do  not 
transport  either  passengers  for  hire  or 
hazardous  materials  of  a  type  or  quan¬ 
tity  which  would  require  the  vehicle  to 
be  marked  or  placarded  under  Federal 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations. 

This  proceeding  was  begun  on  July  17, 
1973,  when  the  Director  issued  an  ad¬ 
vance  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (38 
FR  19692).  In  the  notice,  the  Director 
indicated  that  he  was  in  receipt  of  peti¬ 
tions  for  rulemaking,  seeking  exemption 
from  the  Safety  Regulations  for  all  light¬ 
weight  vehicles  or  certain  of  them,  to¬ 
gether  with  an  exemption  for  drivers  who 
drive  those  vehicles.  The  advance  notice 
solicited  comments  from  interested  per¬ 
sons  on  the  advisability  of  creating  addi¬ 
tional  exemptions  of  that  character.  It 
also  announced  that  a  series  of  three 
public  hearings  would  be  conducted  to 
permit  interested  persons  to  state  their 
views  orally.  A  series  of  three  hearings 
was  held  in  different  locations  in  Sep¬ 
tember,  October,  and  November  1973. 
The  transcript  of  the  hearings  was 
among  the  documents  studied  by  the 
Bureau. 

The  Bureau  also  received  a  number  of 
written  comments  and  informal  letters 
directed  to  the  proposal  contained  in  the 
advance  notice.  The  written  responses 
to  the  notice  included  a  petition  signed 
by  267  persons  who  say  the?  are  commer¬ 
cial  vehicle  drivers,  opposing  the  pro¬ 
posal.  The  majority  of  the  comments 
which  had  substantive  content  supported 
the  issuance  of  a  broad  exemption  for 
light  weight  vehicles.  The  principal  rea¬ 
sons  asserted  by  those  favoring  an  ex¬ 
emption  were  as  follows: 

1.  Lightweight  vehicles  are  not  basi¬ 
cally  used  for  transportation  of  property 
as  a  primary  business  but  are  for  the 
most  part  used  as  incidental  transporta¬ 
tion  during  the  course  of  some  other 
business. 

2.  The  Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety 
Regulations  already  provide  for  many 
exemptions  for  lightweight  vehicles,  and 
an  across-the-board  exemption  would 
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have  little  Impact  on  the  coverage  of  the 
total  regulatory  scheme. 

3.  The  lightweight  commercial  truck 
has  many  of  the  same  operating  charac¬ 
teristics,  and  requires  the  same  driving 
skills,  as  a  passenger  car,  a  vehicle  which  * 
is  adequately  regulated  under  State  and 
local  traffic  laws. 

4.  It  would  be  difficult  for  the  Bureau 
to  establish  a  program  of  surveillance 
covering  the  thousands  of  small  busi¬ 
nessmen  who  operate  small  trucks  in 
interstate  commerce  and  who  have  no 
knowledge  of  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  Regulations.  Expenditure  of  the 
resources  needed  to  reach  these  small 
businessmen  would  not  be  conducive  to 
uniform  and  effective  administration  of 
the  Regulations. 

5.  The  States  now  have  sufficient  rules 
and  enforcement  programs  to  exercise 
effective  and  adequate  control  of  the 
safety  of  operation  of  lightweight  ve¬ 
hicles.  In  most  States,  classified  licenses 
are  issued,  and  a  different  class  of  license 
is  required  for  operation  of  a  lightweight 
vehicle  than  is  required  to  operate  a 
heavier  vehicle.  Further,  the  effect  of 
the  Federal  Highway  Program  Stand¬ 
ards  has  been,  and  will  continue  to  be,  to 
improve  safety  of  operation  of  light¬ 
weight  vehicles. 

6.  Exemption  of  lightweight  vehicles 
would  remove  a  heavy  administrative 
and  economic  burden  from  the  small 
vehicle  operators  who  are  presently  at¬ 
tempting  to  comply  with  Federal  Motor 
Carrier  Safety  Regulations.  Concomi¬ 
tantly,  it  would  free  the  Bureau  to  con¬ 
centrate  its  resources  on  more  signifi¬ 
cant  safety  problems  resulting  from  the 
operation  of  medium-  and  heavy-duty 
commercial  vehicles. 

7.  The  majority  of  lightweight  vehicles 
operate  only  in  a  single  municipality  or 
its  commercial  zone.  These  vehicles  are 
exempt  from  most  features  of  the  regu¬ 
latory  scheme  at  present,  under  existing 
administrative  exemptions.  Exemption 
of  all  lightweight  vehicles  would,  there¬ 
fore,  represent  only  a  minor  and  limited 
extension  of  the  existing  situation. 

8.  Accident  report  data,  including  the 
Bureau’s  records,  seem  to  show  that  ve¬ 
hicles  with  a  gross  vehicle  weight  rating 
of  10,000  pounds  or  less  do  not,  as  a 
class,  experience  accidents  as  severe  as 
those  experienced  by  heavier  vehicles. 

9.  Finally,  proponents  of  exempting 
lightweight  vehicles  say  that  the  Bu¬ 
reau’s  primary  mission  is  to  give  special 
attention  to  the  safety  of  medium-  and 
heavy-duty  motor  vehicles  which  operate 
in  long-haul  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  They  argue  that  regulation  of 
local,  short-haul  service  vehicles  unduly 
diverts  resources  from  that  primary  mis¬ 
sion. 

Opposition  to  a  blanket  exemption  of 
lightweight  vehicles  has  been  voiced  by 
individual  drivers,  the  Teamsters  Union, 
and  by  other  organizations  representing 
drivers.  Generally  speaking,  the  op¬ 
ponents  contend  that  while  there  are 
cases  in  which  lightweight  vehicle  opera¬ 
tions  should  be  exempted,  the  exemption 
should  be  tempered  by  application  of 


selectivity  factors  to  ensure  that  the  Bu¬ 
reau  does  not  oust  itself  of  jurisdiction 
over  motor  carrier  operations  that  should 
fall  under  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  Regulations.  The  legitimate  inter¬ 
ests  of  small  business  concerns  which 
use  lightweight  trucks  essentially  as  a 
means  of  transporting  service  personnel 
and  their  equipment  or  to  make  local  de¬ 
liveries  could  be  recognized,  opponents 
urge,  without  instituting  an  exemption 
that  would  cover  fleet  operations  of  reg¬ 
ulated  motor  carriers. 

Thus,  it  has  been  suggested  that  the 
Bureau  should  limit  any  exemption  to 
tow  trucks,  driver-mechanic  operations, 
and  driver- salesman  operations.  Another 
suggestion  is  to  apply  the  exemption  for 
lightweight  vehicles  only  to  small  busi¬ 
ness  concerns  (appropriately  defined), 
but  not  to  fleet  operations.  On  the  same 
tack,  one  comment  said  that  carriers 
holding  a  certificate  or  permit  issued  by 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
should  not  be  allowed  to  avail  themselves 
of  a  lightweight  vehicle  exemption.  Fi¬ 
nally,  some  opponents  of  a  blanket  ex¬ 
emption  urged  the  Bureau  to  restrict  it  to 
the  operations  of  a  driver  who,  operating 
a  lightweight  vehicle,  spends  less  than 
three  and  one-half  hours  per  day  at  driv¬ 
ing  the  vehicle. 

In  all  of  this,  there  was  little  in  the 
way  of  new  information,  evidence,  or 
data  supporting  denial  of  the  petitions 
for  rulemaking. 

The  Bureau  has  performed  an  anal¬ 
ysis  of  accident  data  in  its  files  as  the 
result  of  accident  reports  for  the  year 
1973  pertaining  to  lightweight  vehicles. 
The  analysis  was  limited  to  accidents 
which  were  reported  and  which  involved 
lightweight  vehicles.  It  was  apparent, 
however,  that  the  death  and  property 
damage  rates  for  accidents  involving  ve¬ 
hicles  have  a  GVWR  or  10,000  pounds  or 
less  were  less  than  they  were  for  all 
weight  classes  of  vehicles.  The  injury 
rate  for  accidents  involving  these  vehi¬ 
cles  was  slightly  higher.  These  findings 
appear  to  be  explainable  by  the  fact  that 
the  smaller  vehicles  operate  at  lower 
speeds  in  high-density  areas,  since  they 
tend  to  be  used  in  local  pickup  and  de¬ 
livery  operations.  When  the  data  base 
used  for  purposes  of  analysis  was  ex¬ 
panded  to  include  accidents  involving 
vehicles  with  a  GVWR  of  10-16  thou¬ 
sand  pounds,  the  accident  severity  fre¬ 
quency  rose  sharply. 

These  findings  appear  to  confirm  the 
general  notion  that  a  gross  vehicle 
weight  rating  of  10,000  pounds  is  a  valid 
benchmark  to  distinguish  lightweight 
vehicles  from  medium-  and  heavy-duty 
motor  vehicles.  Both  the  Federal  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Standards  and  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regulations 
use  that  figure  to  distinguish  between 
motor  vehicles  that  have  the  basic  oper¬ 
ating  characteristics  of  passenger  cars 
and  motor  vehicles  that  are  significantly 
different  from  passenger  cars  by  reason 
of  their  size,  weight,  construction,  and 
configuration. 

The  Director  is  not  at  this  time  giving 
further  consideration  to  the  request  that 


lightweight  vehicles  should  be  exempted 
from  the  accident-reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  Part  394  of  the  Federal  Motor 
Carrier  Safety  Regulations.  Although 
some  have  argued  that  the  Bureau’s  ac¬ 
cident  statistics  would  be  distorted  if 
accidents  involving  lightweight  vehicles 
were  reported,  the  fact  is  that  the  Bu¬ 
reau’s  new  data-processing  machinery  is 
easily  programmed  to  separate  out  data 
relating  to  lightweight  vehicles  and  to 
print  out  data  relating  only  to  heavier 
vehicles,  if  it  is  wanted.  If  an  exemption 
for  lightweight  vehicles  is  issued,  more¬ 
over,  it  is  important  for  the  Bureau  to 
be  able  to  monitor  the  safety  perform¬ 
ance  of  those  vehicles,  so  that  the  ex¬ 
emption  could  be  wholly  or  partially 
revoked  if  it  were  shown  that  a  full 
exemption  is  inadvisable.  The  data  base 
for  monitoring  the  performance  of  light¬ 
weight  vehicles  would  .be  incomplete  if 
the  Bureau  did  not  have  available  to  it 
accident  reports  by  motor  carriers  who 
operate  those  vehicles.  Accordingly,  the 
Director  proposes  to  retain  the  accident- 
reporting  requirements  for  motor  carriers 
who  operate  lightweight  vehicles  and 
who  are  now  required  to  file  reports  on 
accidents  in  which  those  vehicles  are 
involved,  The  Bureau  intends  to  make 
increased  efforts  to  ensure  that  carriers 
who  should  be  filing  reports  on  their 
lightweight  vehicle  accidents  are  in  fact 
doing  so. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  proposes  to  amend  Subchapter  B 
of  Chapter  III  in  Title  49,  CFR  as  set 
forth  below. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
pertaining  to  the  proposed  amendments. 
All  comments  submitted  should  refer  to 
the  docket  number  and  notice  number 
that  appear  at  the  top  of  this  document. 
Comments  should  be  submitted  in  three 
copies  to  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Motor 
Carrier  Safety,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  October  21,  1974  will  be 
considered  before  further  action  is  taken. 
Comments  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  by  any  interested  person  in  the 
docket  room  of  the  Bureau  of  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Safety,  Room  4136,  400  Seventh 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  closing  date  for 
comments. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  of  section  204 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as 
amended,  49  U.S.C.  304,  section  6  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
UJS.C.  1655,  and  the  delegations  of  au¬ 
thority  by  the  Secretary  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  and  the  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
trator  at  49  CFR  1.48  and  389.4, 
respectively. 

Issued  on  August  7, 1974. 

Robert  A.  Kaye, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Motor 
Carrier  Safety. 
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PART  390— MOTOR  CARRIER  SAFETY 
REGULATIONS:  GENERAL 

I.  A  new  9  390.17  would  be  added  to 
Subpart  A  of  Part  390,  reading  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

•  •  •  *  • 

§  390.17  Lightweight  vehicle. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(b)  of  this  section,  the  term  "lightweight 
vehicle”  means  a  vehicle  that — 

(1)  was  manufactured  on  or  after 
January  1,  1972  and  has  a  manufactur¬ 
er’s  gross  vehicle  weight  rating  of  10,000 
pounds  or  less;  or 

(2)  was  manufactured  before  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1972  and  has  a  gross  weight,  in¬ 
cluding  its  load,  of  10,000  pounds  or  less. 

(b)  The  term  “lightweight  vehicle” 
does  not  include — 

(1)  a  vehicle  that  is  used  to  transport 
passengers  for  hire; 

(2)  a  vehicle  that  is  used  to  transport 
hazardous  materials  of  a  type  or  quan¬ 
tity  that  requires  the  vehicle  to  be 
marked  or  placarded  in  accordance  with 
S  177.823  of  this  title; 

(3)  a  vehicle  that  is  towing,  or  is 
being  towed  by,  another  vehicle;  or 

(4)  a  vehicle  that  is  engaged  in  a 
driveaway-towaway  opertion. 


PART  391— QUALIFICATIONS  OF 
DRIVERS 

n.  In  Part  391,  §§  391.2  and  391.3  would 
be  amended,  and  §  391.62  would  be  re¬ 
voked,  as  follows; 

A.  Section  391.2  would  be  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  set 
forth  below  and  by  revoking  paragraph 
(f). 

§  391.2  Ceneral  exemptions. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(b)  Lightweight  vehicle  drivers. 

The  rules  in  this  Part  do  not  apply  to 
a  driver  who  drives  only  a  lightweight  ve¬ 
hicle  (as  defined  in  9  390.17  of  this 
Chapter) . 

(f)  [Revoked! 

B.  Section  391.3  would  be  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (d)  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  391.3  Definitions. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  The  term  “farm  vehicle  driver” 
means  a  person  who  drives  only  a  motor 
vehicle  that  is — 

(1)  Controlled  and  operated  by  a 
farmer;  and 

(2 )  Being  used  to  transport  either — 

(1)  Agricultural  products;  or 

(ii)  Farm  machinery,  farm  supplies, 
or  both,  to  or  from  a  farm;  and 

(3)  Not  being  used  in  the  operations  of 
a  common  or  contract  carrier;  and 

(4)  Not  carrying  hazardous  materials 
of  a  type  or  quantity  that  requires  the  ve¬ 
hicle  to  be  marked  or  placarded  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  177.823  of  this  title;  and 

(5)  Being  used  within  150  miles  of  the 
farmer’s  farm. 

§  391.62  [  Revoked  ]. 

C.  Section  391.62  would  be  revoked. 


PART  392— DRIVING  OF  MOTOR 
VEHICLES 

in.  Paragraph  (d)  of  9  392.1  would  be 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  392.1  Scope  of  the  rules  in  this  part. 

•  a  •  •  • 

(d)  Lightweight  vehicles.  The  rules  in 
this  part  do  not  apply  to  the  operation  of 
a  lightweight  vehicle  (as  defined  in 
9  390.17  of  this  Chapter) . 


PART  393— PARTS  AND  ACCESSORIES 
NECESSARY  FOR  SAFE  OPERATION 

IV.  Paragraph  (c)  of  9  393.1  would  be 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  393.1  Scope  of  the  rules  in  this  part. 
•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Lightweight  vehicles.  The  rules  in 
this  part  do  not  apply  to  a  lightweight 
vehicle  (as  defined  in  9  390.17  of  this 
Chapter) . 


PART  395— HOURS  OF  SERVICE  OF 
DRIVERS 

V.  In  Part  395,  §§  395.1,  395.3,  and  395.8 
would  be  amended  as  follows : 

A.  Section  395.1  would  be  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)  to  real  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  395.1  Compliance  with,  and  knowl¬ 
edge  of,  the  rules  in  this  part. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Lightweight  vehicles.  The  rules  in 
this  part  do  not  apply  to  a  driver  who 
drives  only  a  lightweight  vehicle  (as  de¬ 
fined  in  §  390.17  of  this  Chapter) . 

B.  Section  395.3  would  be  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  395.3  Maximum  driving  and  on-duty 
time. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(c)  The  rules  in  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(b)  of  this  section  do  not  apply  to  drivers 
of  motor  vehicles  engaged  solely  in  mak¬ 
ing  deliveries  for  retail  stores  after  De¬ 
cember  9  and  before  December  26  of  each 
year. 

*  •  •  •  • 

§  395.8  [Amended]. 

C.  In  paragraph  (t)  of  9  395.8,  sub- 
paragraph  (2)  would  be  revoked. 


PART  396— INSPECTION  AND 
MAINTENANCE 

VI.  Paragraph  (c)  of  9  396.1  would  be 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  396.1  Scope  of  the  rules  in  this  part. 

»  »  •  *  • 

(c)  Lightweight  vehicles.  The  rules  in 
this  part  do  not  apply  to  the  operation  of 
a  lightweight  vehicle  (as  defined  In 
9  390.17  of  this  Chapter) . 

[PR  Doc.74-18626  FUed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  Board 
,  [  49  CFR  Part  174  ] 

[Docket  No.  HM-120;  Notice  No.  74-11] 

FREIGHT  CARS 

Switching  of  Placarded  "Dangerous" 

The  Hazardous  Materials  Regulations 
Board  is  considering  amendment  of 
9  174.589,  of  Title  49  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  which  prescribes  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  handling  placarded 
freight  cars  carrying  hazardous  mate¬ 
rials. 

As  a  result  of  preliminary  findings  con¬ 
cerning  the  catastrophic  tank  car  explo¬ 
sions  at  Decatur,  Illinois,  on  July  19, 
1974,  and  Wenatchee,  Washington,  on 
August  6,  1974,  the  Board  believes  that 
§  174.589  should  be  amended  to  prevent 
further  occurrences.  Although  the  Na¬ 
tional  Transportation  Safety  Board  has 
not  yet  completed  its  investigation  of 
these  accidents  nor  determined  their 
probable  cause,  it  appears  that  the  De¬ 
catur  accident  may  have  occurred  as  a 
result  of  rough  handling  and  that  rough 
handling  of  freight  cars  placarded 
“Dangerous”  during  switching  operations 
may  have  contributed  to  the  Wenatchee 
accident. 

The  proposed  changes  in  9  174.589  are 
described  below: 

Paragraph  (c).  It  is  proposed  to  ex¬ 
pand  the  provisions  of  this  section  to 
include  freight  cars  placarded  “Danger¬ 
ous.”  This  would  prohibit  the  uncou¬ 
pling  or  cutting  off  of  these  cars  while 
they  are  in  motion,  the  striking  of  these 
cars  by  other  cars  moving  under  their  own 
motion,  and  the  coupling  of  these  cars 
with  more  force  than  is  necessary  to 
complete  the  coupling  but  in  no  case  at 
a  speed  of  more  than  4  m.p.h. 

Paragraph  (d) .  It  is  proposed  to  delete 
this  paragraph  as  surplusage  since  all 
freight  cars  placarded  “Dangerous” 
would  be  required  to  be  handled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provision  of  para¬ 
graph  (c). 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
102(2)  (c)  of  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  (42  USC  4321,  et  seq.) ,  the 
Board  has  considered  the  requirements 
of  that  Act  concerning  Environmental 
Impact  Statements  and  has  determined 
that  the  amendments  proposed  in  this 
notice  would  not  have  a  significant  im¬ 
pact  on  the  quality  of  human  environ¬ 
ment  within  the  meaning  of  that  Act. 
Accordingly,  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  is  not  necessary  and  will  not 
be  issued  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
amendments. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  49  CFR  Part  174  as 
follows: 

In  §  174.589,  paragraph  (c)  would  be 
revised;  paragraph  (d)  would  be  de¬ 
leted;  paragraphs  (e)  through  (n)  would 
be  redesignated  paragraphs  (d)  through 
(m)  respectively  as  follows: 

§  174.589  Handling  care. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(c)  Switching  of  Placarded  Cars.  A 
car  placarded  “Dangerous”,  “Explo¬ 
sives”.  “Poison  Qas”.  or  “Flammable 
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Poison  Gas”,  or  any  flat  car  carrying  a 
trailer  placarded  “Explosives”,  “Poison 
Gas”,  “Dangerous”,  or  “Dangerous- 
Radioactive  Material”  shall  not  be  cut 
off  while  in  motion.  No  car  moving  under 
its  own  motion  shall  be  allowed  to  strike 
any  car  placarded  “Dangerous”,  “Explo¬ 
sives”,  “Poison  Gas”,  or  “Flammable 
Poison  Gas”,  or  any  flat  car  carrying  a 
trailer  placarded  “Explosives”,  “Poison 
Gas”,  “Dangerous”,  or  “Dangerous- 
Radioactive  Material”  nor  shall  any  such 
car  be  coupled  into  with  more  force  than 
is  necessary  to  complete  the  coupling 
but  in  no  case  at  a  speed  of  more  than 
4  m.p.h. 

(1)  When  transporting  a  car  placarded 
“Explosives”  in  terminals,  yard,  side 
tracks,  or  sidings  such  cars  shall  be  sepa¬ 
rated  from  the  engine  by  at  least  one 
nonplac&rded  car. 

(2)  Closed  cars  placarded  “Explosives” 
shall  have  doors  closed  before  they  are 
moved. 

(d)  [Deleted! 

*  *  *  #  * 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  pre¬ 
sent  their  views  on  these  proposals. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Secretary,  Hazardous 
Materials  Regulations  Board,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590.  Communications  received  on 
or  before  September  20,  1974,  will  be 
considered  before  final  action  is  taken 
on  these  proposals.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  will  be  available  for  examination 
by  interested  persons  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Hazardous  Materials  Regula¬ 
tions  Board,  Room  6215,  Trans  Point 
Building,  Second  and  V  Streets,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  both  before  and  after 
the  closing  date  for  comments.  The  pro¬ 
posals  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived.  It  is  contemplated,  due  to  the 
serious  potential  of  danger  in  the  han¬ 
dling  of  cars  placarded  “Dangerous”,  that 
a  final  rule  in  this  proceeding  may  be 
effective  in  less  than  30  days  from  the 
date  of  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Authority  :  Transportation  of  Explosives  Act 
(18  U.S.C.  831-835)  section  6  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  US.C.  1655). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  9, 1974. 

John  W.  Ingram, 
Federal  Railroad  Administrator 
Member,  Hazardous  Materials 
Regulations  Board. 

(FR  Doc.74-18750  Filed  8-13-74; 8:45  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[  49  CFR  Part  571  ] 

(Docket  No.  74-30;  Notice  1] 

DOOR  LOCKS  AND  DOOR  RETENTION 
COMPONENTS 

Proposed  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 

This  notice  proposes  an  amendment  of 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  206, 


“Door  Locks  And  Door  Retention  Com¬ 
ponents,”  that  would  clarify  in  three 
respects  the  test  procedure  for  longitu¬ 
dinal  and  transverse  latch  load  tests.  The 
proposed  effective  date  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  the  final  rule  publication  date. 

Safety  Standard  206,  through  its  incor¬ 
poration  of  SAE  Recommended  Practice 
J839b,  “Passenger  Car  Side  Door  Latch 
Systems”,  May  1965,  specifies  a  test  pro¬ 
cedure  for  latches  for  hinged  doors  that 
has  led  to  some  enforcement  difficulty, 
in  that  the  test  equipment  is  not  de¬ 
scribed  in  sufficient  detail.  The  first 
change  proposed  would  require  that 
twelve-gage  steel  mounting  plates  be 
used  for  both  longitudinal  and  transverse 
latch  load  tests.  Fig.  1  of  SAE  J839(b) 
shows  a  static  longitudinal  load  test  fix¬ 
ture.  Its  interchangeable  latch  and 
striker  mounting  plate  are  marked  “(rec¬ 
ommended  gage  .12— .010) .”  Fig.  2  of  SAE 
J839(b)  illustrates  a  transverse  (lateral) 
load  test  fixture.  While  the  diagram  does 
not  specify  any  particular  gage  for  the 
mounting  plate,  it  does  suggest  a  heavier, 
stiffer  fixture  than  Fig.  1.  A  twelve-gage 
plate  is  relatively  thin  and  bends  during 
testing.  It  seems  that  the  purpose  of  spec¬ 
ifying  this  gage  was  to  simulate  the 
somewhat  flexible  mounting  surface  in 
the  vehicle.  Body  sheet  metal  is  generally 
thinner  than  12  gage  but  is  strengthened 
by  being  formed  into  its  required  door 
post  configuration.  Standard  automobile 
door  latch  design  practice  is  not  to  rely 
on  any  mounting  stiffness  but  to  design 
the  latch  to  hold  regardless  of  the  degree 
of  twisting  or  rotation.  In  some  cases, 
however,  a  manufacturer  has  tested  with 
a  rigid  plate,  which  allows  a  latch  to 
withstand  much  higher  loads  than  could 
be  withstood  as  mounted  in  the  vehicle. 
Test  results  with  a  stiff  plate  bear  no 
consistent  relationship  to  those  with  a 
twelve-gage  plate.  Therefore,  a  required 
standard  plate  stiffness  is  needed.  A 
twelve-gage  plate  is  recommended  be¬ 
cause  a  flexible  plate  better  approximates 
actual  vehicle  mounting,  and  so  that  the 
same  test  fixture  can  be  used  for  both 
tests. 

The  second  proposed  clarification 
would  require  that  the  same  attachment 
hardware  used  to  fasten  the  latch  and 
striker  to  the  vehicle  door  and  frame 
be  used  to  attach  the  latch  and  striker 
to  the  test  fixture.  While  most  manufac¬ 
turers  presently  test  with  identical  hard¬ 
ware,  the  clarification  appears  desirable 
because  in  several  recent  cases  involv¬ 
ing  the  testing  of  latches  and  strikers 
used  in  motor  homes  a  test  failure  oc¬ 
curred  when  the  screws  which  attached 
the  latch  and  striker  to  the  door  and 
frame  pulled  out. 

The  third  suggested  change  would  add 
a  requirement  that  the  test  fixture  spe¬ 
cifically  be  equipped  with  3  y2 -inch -long 
equalizing  links.  The  SAE  test  procedure 
does  not  cover  this  point  except  by  illus¬ 
tration.  Two  test  machines  are  currently 
in  common  use  and  they  can  provide  dif¬ 
ferent  test  results.  One  machine  used  in 
testing  for  the  NHTSA  has  a  universal 
joint  to  the  load  cell  which  allows  deflec¬ 
tion  and  prevents  side  loading.  As  with 
the  mounting  plates,  allowing  angle 


changes  simulates  the  relatively  flexible 
mounting  of  most  door  latches.  Another 
machine,  also  in  widespread  use,  helps 
some  latches  to  sustain  unrealistically 
high  loads  by  preventing  side  motion.  As 
noted  earlier,  side  loading  does  not 
usually  significantly  affect  test  results 
because  most  current  latch  design  prac¬ 
tice  does  not  rely  on  sheet  metal  stiff¬ 
ness  to  prevent  rotation.  However,  in 
close  cases  or  with  unusual  latch  de¬ 
signs  the  machine  chosen  will  determine 
whether  a  mechanism  passes  or  fails. 
The  suggested  change  would  end  what¬ 
ever  ambiguity  now  exists  about  proper 
test  procedure. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  it  is 
proposed  that  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  206, 49  CFR  571.206,  be  amend¬ 
ed  as  follows : 

1.  Paragraph  S5. 1.1.1  would  be  revised 
to  read: 

55.1.1.1.  Longitudinal  and  Transverse 
Loads.  Compliance  with  paragraphs 

S4.1.1.1  and  84.1.1.2  shall  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  4  of  Society  of  Au¬ 
tomotive  Engineers  Recommended  Prac¬ 
tice  J839b,  “Passenger  Car  Side  Door 
Latch  Systems,”  May  1965,  with  these 
modifications: 

(a)  Twelve-gage  steel  latch  and 
striker  mounting  plates  shall  be  used  for 
both  longitudinal  and  transverse  load 
tests; 

(b)  The  latch  and  striker  attachment 
hardware  used  in  the  vehicle  shall  be 
used  to  fasten  the  mechanisms  to  the 
test  fixture;  and 

(c)  The  test  fixture  for  either  latch 
or  striker  shall  include  3  y2 -inch-long 
equalizing  links,  and  be  connected  to  the 
tensile  loading  device  through  a  univer¬ 
sal  joint. 

2.  Paragraph  S5.2.1  would  be  revised 
to  read: 

S5.2.1  Door  Latches.  Compliance  with 

S4.2.1  shall  be  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graphs  4.1  and  4.3  of  SAE  Recommended 
Practice  J839b,  “Passenger  Car  Side  Door 
Latch  System,”  May  1965,  as  modified  by 

85.1.1.1. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  data,  views  and  arguments  on  this 
proposal.  Comments  should  refer  to  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  to: 
Docket  section,  National  Highway  Traf¬ 
fic  Safety  Administration,  Room  5219, 
400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20590.  It  is  requested,  that  10  copies  be 
submitted.  All  comments  received  before 
the  close  of  business  on  the  comment 
closing  date  indicated  below  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  and  will  be  available  in  the  docket 
at  the  above  address  for  examination 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date.  To 
the  extent  possible,  comments  filed  after 
the  closing  date  will  also  be  considered. 
However,  the  rule  making  action  may 
proceed  at  any  time  after  that  date,  and 
comments  received  after  the  closing  date 
and  too  late  for  consideration  in  regard 
to  the  action  will  be  treated  as  sugges¬ 
tions  for  future  rulemaking.  The  NHTSA 
will  continue  to  file  relevant  material, 
as  it  becomes  available,  in  the  docket 
after  the  closing  date,  and  it  is  recom¬ 
mended  that  interested  persons  continue 
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to  examine  the  docket  for  new  materials. 

Comment  closing  date:  August  14, 
1974. 

Proposed  effective  date:  November  12, 

. 1974. 

(Secs.  103,  119.  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718. 

(15  U.S.C.  1392,  1407);  delegations  of  author¬ 
ity  at  49  CFR  501.8  and  49  CFR  1.81.) 

Issued  on  August  8, 1974. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 

Associate  Administrator, 

Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[PR  Doc.74-18649  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[  14  CFR  Part  221  ] 

[Economic  Regulations  Docket  No.  23904; 

EDR-215A] 

TRANSPORTATION  OF  PHYSICALLY 
DISABLED  PERSONS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

August  9,  1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  amendments  to  Part  221  of  its  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  221) 
to  require  certificated  air  carriers  to  file 
tariffs  containing  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  relating  to  the  transportation  of 
persons  who  may  need  assistance  to  evac¬ 
uate  the  aircraft  during  an  emergency, 
which  rules  shall  be  in  conformity  with 
Part  121  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  (14  CFR  Part  121).  The  purpose 
of  the  proposed  amendment  is  explained 
in  the  attached  Explanatory  Statement, 
and  the  proposed  amendment  is  set  forth 
in  the  proposed  rule.  The  amendment  is 
proposed  under  the  authority  of  sections 
204(a),  403,  404,  412,  and  1111  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  72  Stat.  743,  758  (as  amended), 
760,  770,  800:  49  U.S.C.  1324,  1373,  1374, 
1382,  and  1511. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proceeding  through  submission  of 
twelve  (12)  copies  of  written  data,  views 
or  arguments  pertaining  thereto,  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Docket  Section,  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 
Individual  members  of  the  general  public 
who,  as  prospective  passengers,  could  be 
affected  by  the  outcome  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing,  may  participate  in  the  proposed  rule- 
making  through  submission  of  comments 
in  letter  form  addressed  to  the  Docket 
Section  at  the  above  address  without  the 
necessity  of  filing  additional  copies 
thereof.  All  relevant  material  received 
on  or  before  September  30,  1974,  will  be 
considered  by  the  Board  before  taking 
final  action  on  the  proposed  rule.  Copies 
of  such  communications  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  Docket  .Section  of  the  Board,  Room 
710,  Universal  Building,  1825  Connecti¬ 
cut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  upon 
receipt  thereof. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal!  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 


Explanatory  Statement 

Section  1111  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1511)  provides  as 
follows: 

Subject  to  reasonable  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Transporta¬ 
tion,  any  air  carrier  is  authorised  to  refuse 
transportation  to  a  passenger  or  to  refuse  to 
transport  property  when,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  air  carrier,  such  transportation  would  or 
might  be  inimical  to  safety  of  flight. 

In  the  absence  of  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  providing  safety  standards 
relating  to  the  transportation  of  physi¬ 
cally  handicapped  persons,  certificated 
air  carriers  have  had  in  effect  for  a  num¬ 
ber  of  years  a  tariff  rule  under  which 
they  may  refuse  to  accept  for  transporta¬ 
tion  any  person  whose  physical  condition 
is  such  as  to  render  him  incapable  of 
caring  for  himself  without  assistance, 
unless  the  person  is  accompanied  by  an 
attendant  for  the  duration  of  the  flight.* 

In  addition,  the  Board  has  approved, 
pursuant  to  Section  412  of  the  Act,  an 
inter-carrier  agreement  which  provides 
certain  criteria  for  the  interline  trans¬ 
portation  of  physically  handicapped 
persons.* 

During  the  past  several  years,  dissatis¬ 
faction  with  the  carriers’  handling  of 
paraplegics,  quadraplegics,  and  other 
classifications  of  disabled  persons  under 
the  existing  tariff  rule  and  agreement 
has  been  increasing.  This  has  been  mani¬ 
fest  in  an  increasing  volume  of  letters 
from  disabled  persons,  disabled  veterans 
groups,  and  other  concerned  organiza¬ 
tions,  as  well  as  by  the  filing  of  several 
informal  complaints  reciting  incidents 
of  alleged  refusals  by  air  carriers  to  ac¬ 
cept  disabled  persons  for  carriage  under 
circumstances  which  would  appear  to  be 
unjustified  under  the  existing  tariff  rule. 
To  meet  the  public  need  evidenced  by 
these  comments,  the  Department  of 
Transportation,  at  the  Board's  request,* 
commenced  regulatory  action  looking  to¬ 
wards  the  issuance  of  safety  regulations 
with  respect  to  this  pressing  problem. 
These  actions  have  now  resulted  in  the 
issuance  of  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  to  amend  inter  alia  Part  121 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to 
prescribe  rules  for  the  safe  carriage  by 
air  carriers  of  persons,  who  because  of 
their  physical  condition,  may  require  the 

1  Airline  Tariff  Publishers,  Inc.,  Agent, 
Rules  Tariff,  PR-6,  CA-B.  142,  Rule  15(a) 
(2). 

2  Agreement  C  A  B.  16614,  approved  by 
Order  E-19154,  December  31,  1962. 

3  On  October  14,  1971,  the  Board,  concerned 
over  Increasing  public  dissatisfaction  with 
air  carriers’  handling  of  handicapped  per¬ 
sons’?  Issued  an  Advance  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making,  EDR-215/PSDR-33,  inviting 
participation  by  physically  handicapped  In¬ 
dividuals,  organizational  representatives  of 
the  handicapped.  Interested  governmental 
agencies,  the  Industry,  and  members  of  the 
general  public  in  an  effort  to  determine  the 
scope  of  the  problem,  to  decide  whether 
promulgation  of  rules  would  be  appropriate, 
and  if  so,  to  develop  proposed  rules.  57  com¬ 
ments  were  received,  consisting  of  20  from 
organizational  representatives  of  disabled 
persons,  5  from  governmental  agencies,  19 


assistance  of  others  (luring  an  emergency 
evacuation.* 

In  view  of  this  action  by  the  DOT,  the 
Board  believes  that  it  is  now  appropriate 
to  amend  Part  221  of  its  Economic  Reg¬ 
ulations  (14  CFR  Part  221)  to  require 
that  the  tariffs  of  certificated  air  carriers 
conform  to  the  FAA  regulations. 

Traditionally,  the  carriers  have  justi¬ 
fied  their  refusal  to  accommodate  unac¬ 
companied  handicapped  persons  on  the 
grounds  of  air  safety — specifically,  that 
in  a  crash  emergency  a  sick  or  infirm 
passenger  might  not  be  able  to  follow 
the  procedures  established  for  expedi¬ 
tious  evacuation  of  the  aircraft,  thus 
placing  his  own  life  in  danger  and 
jeopardizing  the  lives  of  the  other  pas¬ 
sengers  as  well.  In  the  absence  of  rules 
or  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Transportation,  air  carriers  have 
discretion  under  Section  1111  of  the  Act 
to  refuse  transportation  to  persons  when, 
in  their  opinion,  such  transportation 
might  be  inimical  to  safety.  On  the  other 
hand,  carriers  may  not  rely  upon  Section 
1111  as  justification  for  refusal  to  trans¬ 
port  persons  where  such  transportation  is 
authorized  under  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary,  and  such  refusal  would 
be  inconsistent  with  their  obligation  to 
provide  transportation  upon  reasonable 
request  therefor.  In  addition. -the  numer¬ 
ous  letters  we  have  received  from  handi¬ 
capped  travelers  as  well  as  many  of  the 
comments  received  in  response  to  our 
advance  notice  of  rule  making,  indicate 
that  under  the  present  tariff  rule  many 
handicapped  travelers  are  being  denied 
transportation  under  circumstances  in 
which  it  is  not  at  all  certain  that  safety 
of  flight  is  threatened,  resulting  in  an 
unjust  discrimination  against  such  indi¬ 
viduals  in  violation  of  section  404(b)  of 
the  Act.  For  these  reasons,  we  propose 
adoption  of  a  regulation  that  would  re¬ 
quire  the  carriers’  tariffs  applicable  to  the 
transportation  of  physically  handicapped 
persons  to  be  in  conformance  with  the 
regulations  of  the  Secretary  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  on  this  subject,  and  to  prohibit  the 

from  disabled  individuals,  6  from  miscel¬ 
laneous  organizations,  2  from  scheduled  air 
carriers,  and  one  each  from  the  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  of  America  on  behalf  of 
certain  of  its  member  carriers,  the  Inter¬ 
national  Air  Transport  Association,  the  Air¬ 
line  Pilots  Association,  the  Aviation  Con¬ 
sumer  Action  Project,  and  the  Administrator 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
After  a  review  of  the  comments,  the  Board 
concluded  that  in  the  absence  of  clearly 
defined  safety  standards  in  this  area,  it  was 
not  able  to  perform  its  statutory  function 
of  assuring  that  certificated  air  carriers  meet 
their  service  obligations  with  respect  to  the 
carriage  of  disabled  persons.  Accordingly,  the 
Board  deferred  its  own  proceeding,  and  re¬ 
ferred  the  question  of  developing  appropri¬ 
ate  safety  parameters  to  the  Department  of 
Transportation.  Thereafter,  on  May  30,  1973, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  com¬ 
menced  regulatory  action  on  this  problem  by 
issuing  an  Advance  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  soliciting  comments  from  interested 
persons  in  order  to  select  an  appropriate 
course  of  action. 

*  39  PR  24667,  July  6, 1974. 
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filing  of  tariff  rules  that  would  in  effect 
permit  a  carrier  to  refuse  transportation 
to  a  handicapped  person  under  circum¬ 
stances  governed  by  the  FAA  regula¬ 
tions.® 

Furthermore,  to  the  extent  the  exist¬ 
ing  inter-carrier  agreement  on  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  the  handicapped  is  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  proposed  regulations, 
their  adoption  would  have  the  effect  of 
voiding  the  nonconforming  portions  of 
the  agreement.  Accordingly,  we  would 
anticipate  that  the  carrier  parties  would 
take  appropriate  action  to  conform  the 
agreement  to  the  rules  finally  adopted. 
However,  should  the  parties  not  act,  we 
are  prepared  to  implement  show-cause 
procedures  to  disapprove  the  offending 
aspects  of  the  agreement. 

An  additional  matter  raised  in  the 
Board’s  advance  notice,  but  unrelated  to 
the  issue  of  appropriate  safety  consid¬ 
erations,  concerns  the  lawful  fare  to  be 
charged  stretcher  passengers  and  other 
handicapped  passengers  required  to  be 
accompanied  by  an  attendant.®  Several 
respondents  contend  that  requiring  han¬ 
dicapped  passengers  to  pay  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  an  attendant  is  unjust  and 
unreasonable,  and  argue  that  if  a  dis¬ 
abled  passenger  is  required  to  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  an  attendant,  free  or  re¬ 
duced-rate  transportation  should  be 
provided.  As  for  stretcher  passengers, 
certain  of  the  respondents  contend  that 
the  carriers’  existing  practice  of  charg¬ 
ing  multiple  fares  for  carriage  of  such 
passengers  is  unjust.  However,  the  gen¬ 
eral  view  of  those  respondents  who  ad¬ 
dressed  their  comments  to  this  issue  was 
that  such  practice  was  not  unreasonable. 

The  Board  has  given  full  considera¬ 
tion  to  these  matters,  and  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  charging  of  a  full  fare 
to  an  attendant  accompanying  a  disabled 
passenger  is  not  unjust  or  unreasonable, 
and  that  the  carrier  practice  of  charging 
multiple  fares  for  stretcher  passengers  is 
also  not  unjust  or  unreasonable  pro¬ 
vided,  however,  that  the  number  of  fares 
charged  is  reasonably  related  to  the 
seating  capacity  otherwise  displaced. 


6  In  proposing  regulations  that  would  re¬ 
quire  air  carriers  to  accept  for  transporta¬ 
tion  handicapped  travelers  unaccompanied 
by  an  attendant,  we  recognize  that  this 
obligation  will  undoubtedly  cause  additional 
burdens  and  Inconveniences  to  the  carrier, 
particularly  during  enplaning  and  deplaning 
the  aircraft.  However,  there  is  no  reason  to 
believe  these  added  burdenB  would  be  undue, 
and  we  are  of  the  view  that  a  carrier’s  fail¬ 
ure  to  provide  reasonable  assistance  to  a 
handicapped  traveler  would  be  inconsistent 
with  its  obligation  to  provide  transporta¬ 
tion  upon  reasonable  request  therefor. 

« Specifically,  the  Board  requested  inter¬ 
ested  persons  to  address  themselves  to  the 
following  questions:  (1)  “Is  the  charging  of 
a  full  fare  to  an  attendant  accompanying  a 
disabled  person  unreasonable  or  unjustly 
discriminatory,  and  if  so,  what  fare  or 
charge  should  be  paid  by  such  attendant?” 
and  (2)  “Are  the  current  air  carrier  tariffs, 
which  provide  for  the  charging  of  multiple 
fares  for  a  stretcher  passenger,  unreasonable 
or  unjustly  discriminatory,  and  if  so,  what 
fare  or  oharge  should  be  paid  by  such  pas¬ 
sengers?” 


To  begin  with,  we  note  that  under  the 
FAA's  proposed  regulations  a  handi¬ 
capped  passenger  would  not  automati¬ 
cally  be  rquired  to  be  accompanied  by  an 
attendant  in  order  to  be  transported.  This 
should  ameliorate  to  a  significant  extent 
the  financial  burden  the  existing  tariff 
rule  places  upon  handicapped  travelers. 
However,  where  safety  considerations 
continue  to  warrant  requiring  the  pas¬ 
senger  to  be  accompanied  by  an  at¬ 
tendant,  we  cannot  find  that  charging 
for  the  fully  allocated  cost  of  the  capac¬ 
ity  actually  utilized,  whether  it  be  for  the 
seats  occupied  by  a  disabled  passenger 
and  an  attendant,  or  for  the  seats  dis¬ 
placed  by  a  stretcher  passenger  plus  a 
seat  for  an  attendant,  is  unjust  or  un¬ 
reasonable. 

Furthermore,  we  do  not  believe  that  a 
carrier’s  offering  free  or  reduced-rate 
transportation  to  the  attendant  would 
be  permissible  under  the  Act’s  basic  rule 
of  equality.  Under  section  404(b)  of  the 
Act,  carriers  are  prohibited  from  grant¬ 
ing  any  person  any  undue  or  unreason¬ 
able  preference  or  advantage  and  from 
subjecting  any  person  to  unjust  dis¬ 
crimination.  Thus,  carriers  may  not 
charge  different  fares  for  identical  serv¬ 
ice,  nor  may  they  offer  more  transporta¬ 
tion  service  to  one  passenger  than  to 
another  for  the  same  charge,  absent  jus¬ 
tification.  While  there  are  exemptions 
from  this  statutory  requirement  set  forth 
in  section  403(b)  of  the  Act,  none  pres¬ 
ently  exists  for  the  handicapped.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  any  special  fares  for  these  pas¬ 
sengers  must  be  affirmatively  justified. 
The  courts  have  held,  however,  that  in 
determining  whether  a  discrimination 
in  fares  is  justified  under  the  language 
of  the  statute,  the  Board  may  not  con¬ 
sider  broad  social  policies  not  specifically 
provided  for  in  the  Act  or  historically 
considered  as  relevant  to  rate  regulation 
in  the  transportation  industry.  Trans¬ 
continental  Bus  System,  Inc.  v.  C.A.B., 
383  F.  2d  466  (5th  Cir.  1967).  Accord¬ 
ingly,  although  we  share  the  concern  for 
the  financial  burden  placed  upon  handi¬ 
capped  travelers  by  requiring  them  to 
pay  added  charges  for  their  safe  trans¬ 
portation,  we  cannot  find  under  the  ex¬ 
isting  regulatory  framework  that  re¬ 
duced  fares  would  be  lawful. 

It  is  therefore  proposed  to  amend  Part 
221  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  221)  as  follows: 

Amend  paragraph  (a)  of  §  221.38  by 
adding  thereto  a  new  paragraph  (8)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§221.38  Rules  and  regulations. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(8)  For  certificated  air  carriers,  the 
rules  and  regulations  relating  to  the 
transportation  of  persons  who  may  need 
assistance  to  evacuate  the  aircraft  dur¬ 
ing  an  emergency.  All  such  provisions 
shall  be  in  conformity  with  Part  121  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  121),  as  amended  or  revised 
from  time  to  time:  Provided,  That  no 
provision  of  the  Board’s  regulations  is¬ 
sued  under  this  part  or  elsewhere  shall 


be  construed  to  permit  the  filing  of  any 
tariff  rules  limiting  or  conditioning  a 
carrier’s  obligation  to  provide  trans¬ 
portation  and  services  in  connection 
therewith  upon  reasonable  request  there¬ 
for  to  a  person  who  may  require  as¬ 
sistance  of  another  person  in  expedi¬ 
tiously  moving  to  an  emergency  exit  of 
the  aircraft  in  the  event  of  an  evacuation 
except  as  provided  for  in  said  Part  121. 
***** 

IFR  Doc.74-18690  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am]  . 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[47 CFR  Part 76] 

[Docket  Nos.  20018-24] 

CABLE  TELEVISION 

Proposed  Clarification  of  Rules;  Extension 
of  Time  for  Filing  Reply 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
76  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  relative  to  the  advisability  of  Fed¬ 
eral  preemption  of  cable  television  tech¬ 
nical  standards  or  the  imposition  of  a 
moratorium  on  non-Federal  standards. 

1.  On  April  15,  1974,  the  Commission 
adopted  a  Clarification  of  Rules  and 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  relat¬ 
ing  to  various  areas  of  the  Rules  as  stated 
in  the  above-numbered  dockets.  Publi¬ 
cation  was  made  on  April  22,  1974,  in 
the  Federal  Register,  39  FR  14288.  The 
National  Black  Media  Coalition  filed  a 
“Petition  for  Reconsideration”  of  the 
Clarification  on  May  22, 1974. 

2.  On  July  29,  1974,  the  NBMC  filed 
a  Motion  for  an  Extension  of  Time  to 
file  its  Reply  to  Buckeye  Cablevision, 
Inc.,  et  al.  “Joint  Comments  and  Opposi¬ 
tion”  to  the  NBMC  Petition  for  Recon¬ 
sideration  to  and  including  August  23, 
1974.  Counsel  for  NBMC  states  that  ad¬ 
ditional  time  is  necessary  to  prepare  an 
adequate  Reply  to  the  Opposition  in  the 
complex  and  important  policy  areas  en¬ 
compassed  by  the  Clarification  and  the 
associated  Rule  Makings.  Counsel  notes 
that  conflicting  hearing  schedules  in 
other  proceedings  prevent  timely  filing 
in  this  matter. 

3.  We  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  would  be  served  by  extending 
the  time  for  the  filing  of  NBMC’s  Reply. 
Accordingly,  It  is  ordered,  That  the  date 
for  filing  reply  comments  by  NBMC  is 
extended  to  and  including  August  23, 
1974. 

4.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  sections  4(1),  5(d)  (1) 
and  303  (r)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.289  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Adopted:  August  6,  1974. 

Released:  August  8, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[  seal!  David  D.  Kinley, 

Chief,  Cable  Television  Bureau. 

[ FR  Doc:74-18654  Piled  8-13-74;8:45  am] 
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[  47  CFR  Part  73  ] 

[Docket  Mo.  20002;  RM-2184] 

FM  BROADCAST  STATIONS  IN  FLORIDA 

Table  of  Assignments;  Order  Extending 

Time  for  Filing  Reply  Comments  (RM- 

2184  only) 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.202 
(b).  Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations.  (Marco,  Florida;  St.  Aug¬ 
ustine,  Florida;  and  Milton,  Florida. 

1.  On  April  8,  1974,  the  Commission 
adopted  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemak¬ 
ing  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding.  The 
time  for  filing  comments  has  expired  and 
the  date  for  filing  reply  comments  is 
presently  August  5, 1974. 

2.  On  August  5,  1974,  Senator  Jack  D. 
Gordon,  by  his  attorneys,  requested  an 
extension  of  time  to  and  including  Au¬ 
gust  19,  1974,  in  which  to  file  reply  com¬ 
ments.  Counsel  states  that  the  time  is 
necessary  due  to  the  press  of  other  office 
business.  Counsel  for  both  WK'l'X,  Inc. 
and  the  City  of  Jacksonville  have  author¬ 
ized  counsel  for  Senator  Gordon  to  state 
that  neither  party  will  interpose  any 
objection  to  the  extension  request. 

3.  Wc  are  of  the  view  that  the  public 
interest  would  be  served  by  extending 
the  time  in  this  proceeding.  Accordingly, 
it  is  ordered,  That  the  date  for  filing  reply 
comments  in  RM-2184  only  is  extended 
to  and  including  August  19, 1974. 

4.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  sections  4(i),  5(d) 
(1),  and  303  (r)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281  of 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Adopted:  August  6, 1974. 

Released:  August  8, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[seal]  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.74-18653  Filed  8-13-74; 8: 45  am] 


[47  CFR  Part  73] 

[Docket  No.  20129;  RM-1989,  RM-1958] 

TABLE  OF  ASSIGNMENTS,  INDIANA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  and 
Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.202 
(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations.  (Muncie,  Indiana),  peti¬ 
tion  filed  by  Gravure  Corp. 

1.  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
hereby  given  concerning  proposed 
amendment  of  §  73.202(b)  of  the  rules, 
the  FM  Table  of  Assignments,  by  mak¬ 
ing  channel  assignments  to  the  above- 
mentioned  cities.  We  have  two  petitions 
for  rulemaking  before  us,  one  filed  by  the 
Gravure  Corp.  (Gravure)  which  requests 
the  assignment  of  Channel  221 A  to  Alex¬ 
andria,  Indiana,  as  a  first  assignment, 
and  the  other  filed  by  Ball  State  Univer¬ 
sity  (Ball  State),  the  licensee  of  non¬ 
commercial  educational  FM  broadcast 
Station  WBST  (FM)  (Class  D) ,  Muncie, 
Indiana,  which  requests  that  Channel 
221 A  be  added  to  the  single  existing  as¬ 
signment  (Channel  231)  at  Muncie.  Ball 
State  further  requests  that  the  assign¬ 


ment  of  Channel  221A  at  Muncie  be 
reserved  for  use  by  noncommercial  edu¬ 
cational  broadcast  stations.  In  an  opposi¬ 
tion  and  counterproposal  to  the  Ball 
State  petition,  Muncie  Broadcasting 
Corp.  (Muncie  Broadcasting)  although 
urging  the  assignment  of  Channel  221A 
to  Muncie,  proposes  that  it  be  assigned 
as  a  commercial  channel  and  not  as  an 
educationally  reserved  one.  Channel 
221 A  can  De  assigned  to  either  Muncie  or 
to  Alexandria  but  not  to  both  because 
the  cities  are  roughly  sixteen  miles  apart. 

The  Gravure  Proposal 

2.  In  support  of  its  request  for  a  first 
assignment  to  Alexandria  petitioner 
states  that,  if  Channel  221A  is  assigned 
there,  it  will  promptly  prepare  and  file 
an  application  for  a  construction  permit. 
Petitioner  says  that  Alexandria,  which  is 
in  Madison  County,  is  located  about  fifty 
miles  northeast  of  Indianapolis.  The 
population  of  Alexandria  is  5,097  and  the 
population  of  Madison  County  is  138, 451.1 
Petitioner  also  states  that  the  city  has  a 
mayor-council  form  of  government, 
eleven  full-time  policemen  and  ten  full¬ 
time  firemen.  Petitioner  indicates  that 
the  principal  industries  within  the  coun¬ 
ty  consist  of  six  manufacturing  opera¬ 
tions  employing  658  persons.  There  are 
two  banks  and  one  savings  and  loan  asso¬ 
ciation  in  Alexandria.  It  has  a  news¬ 
paper,  The  Alexandria  Times-Tribune, 
nine  churches,  elementary,  junior  and 
senior  high  schools,  and  over  twelve  civic 
organizations.  Petitioner  also  states  that 
in  addition  to  the  6,500  persons  in  Alex¬ 
andria,  the  surrounding  township  con¬ 
tains  an  estimated  6,000  persons.  We  are 
told  that  Alexandria  is  an  area-wide 
shopping  center  located  on  the  Norfolk 
and  Western  Railway  Line  between 
Cleveland  and  St.  Louis  and  that  there 
are  approximately  twenty  interstate 
trucking  firms  providing  service  for  the 
community.  The  city  has  its  own  airport 
and  receives  bus  service  from  Greyhound 
and  the  Hines  Lines.  Interstate  Highway 
69  is  located  four  miles  to  the  east  of  the 
city. 

3.  To  meet  the  spacing  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  the  Alexandria 
proposal  would  require  noncommercial 
educational  Station  WWHI(FM)  Mun¬ 
cie,  Indiana,  to  change  its  operation  from 
Channel  218  to  Channel  217.  Station 
WWHI(FM)  has  consented  to  the  change 
provided  that  it  is  reimbursed  for  all  ex¬ 
penses,  labor  and  FCC  paperwork  and 
provided  that  the  station  would  not  be 
asked  to  operate  at  a  lesser  power  than 
that  at  which  it  is  presently  operating 
under  its  license.  Moreover,  the  antenna 
site  of  a  station  operating  on  Channel 
221A  at  Alexandria  must  be  located  at 
least  five  miles  east  of  the  city. 

4.  The  present  broadcast  operations  in 
Madison  County,  Indiana,  are  located  at 
Anderson  (population  70,787)  which  is 
about  eleven  miles  south  of  Alexandria. 
They  consist  of  two  AM  stations  and  one 
FM  station. 


1  Population  figures  herein  are  from  the 
1970  U.S.  Census  unless  otherwise  stated. 


The  Ball  State  Proposal 

5.  Ball  State  University,  at  Muncie, 
Indiana,  the  licensee  of  Stations  WBST 
(FM)  (Channel  214-10  W)  and  WIPB 
(TV)  (Channel  49),  requests  that  the 
Commission  assign  Channel  221A  to 
Muncie  and  that  the  channel  be  re¬ 
stricted  to  only  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  broadcast  use. 

6.  In  support  of  its  petition,  Ball  State 
claims  that  the  assignment  of  Channel 
221 A  to  Muncie  will  cause  no  predictable 
interference  with  the  present  operation 
of  Station  WRTV  (TV)  on  Channel  6  in 
Indianapolis,  Indiana.  Ball  State  also 
avers  that  restricting  this  assignment 
to  educational  use  will  cause  less  preclu¬ 
sion  to  the  lower  FM  frequencies  which 
are  limited  to  educational  broadcast  use 
and  that  the  assignment  of  Channel 
221A  would  be  in  furtherance  of  the 
Commission’s  announced  objective  of 
providing  improved  facilities  for  educa¬ 
tional  broadcast  facilities. 

7.  The  petitioner  states  that  Channel 
221 A  is  the  only  available  channel  that 
meets  spacing  requirements  for  a  new 
FM  assignment  at  Muncie.  Ball  State 
recognizes  that  in  order  to  make  the 
assignment  to  Muncie,  the  Commission 
must  shift  the  operation  of  educational 
Station  WWHHFM) ,  Muncie,  Indiana, 
from  Channel  218  to  217.  It  has  obtained 
consent  of  Station  WWHHFM),  on  the 
condition  that  Ball  State  reimburse  it 
for  reasonable  costs  incurred  in  the  shift 
of  channels. 

8.  As  indicated  above,  the  request  of 
Muncie  Broadcasting  differs  from  that 
of  Ball  State  in  that  it  requests  that 
Channel  221 A  be  assigned  to  Munice  as 
a  commercial  frequency  rather  than  be 
limited  to  only  educational  broadcast 
uses.  Muncie  Broadcasting  agrees  with 
Ball  State  that  the  assignment  of  Chan¬ 
nel  221 A  meets  the  spacing  require¬ 
ments  and  would  cause  no  predictable 
interference  to  Station  WRTV  (TV) .  It, 
like  Ball  State,  has  secured  the  agree¬ 
ment  of  WWHHFM)  to  shift  from 
Channel  218  to  217  upon  the  condition 
of  being  reimbursed. 

9.  In  support  of  its  contentions, 
Muncie  Broadcasting  avers  that  Muncie 
had  a  1970  population  of  69,080;  that  it 
is  located  in  Delaware  County  with  a 
population  of  129,219;  that  Muncie  is  an 
employment  center  for  several  towns 
and  rural  counties;  that  five  manu¬ 
facturers,  including  Westinghouse  and 
General  Electric,  have  plants  in  Muncie, 
each  with  an  employment  of  over  500 
persons,  and  with  an  output  including 
meat  products,  auto  transmissions,  stor¬ 
age  batteries  and  transformers;  and 
that  the  work  force  in  1972  for  Muncie 
was  49,660  and  the  unemployment  rate 
was  3.4  percent. 

10.  Muncie  Broadcasting  states  that 
data  for  1966  showed  retail  sales  for 
Muncie  were  $172,800,000  and  that 
Muncie  has  22,000  households  with  a 
buying  income  of  $199,737,000  amount¬ 
ing  to  per-family  income  of  $9,079. 
Comparable  figures  for  Delaware 
County  show  retail  sales  to  be 
$329,748,000,  with  a  per-family  income 
of  $9,211.  In  addition  to  the  downtown 
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business  district,  there  are  three  shop¬ 
ping  centers  which  extend  over  a  25- 
mile  area  with  200,000  people.  M uncle 
Broadcasting  states  that  there  are  three 
commercial  banks  with  assets  of  $151 
million  and  also  two  building  and  loan 
associations  with  assets  of  $132  million 
in  Muncie. 

11.  In  further  support,  Muncie  Broad¬ 
casting  says  the  government  of  Muncie 
consists  of  a  mayor  and  nine  council- 
men.  Muncie  Broadcasting  also  submits 
information  that  there  are  23  public 
grade  schools,  three  private  or  parochial 
grade  schools,  three  high  schools  and 
one  vocational  school  in  Muncie  with  a 
total  enrollment  of  19,500.  They  also 
point  out  that  the  petitioner,  Ball  State 
University,  has  an  enrollment  of  13,000. 
We  are  further  given  detailed  Informa¬ 
tion  showing  that  Muncie  has  a  normal 
complement  of  civic  organizations, 
social  services,  transportational  facili¬ 
ties,  and  cultural  and  recreational 
facilities. 

12.  Muncie  has  two  newspapers.  The 
Muncie  Star  and  The  Muncie  Evening 
Press,  with  a  combined  circulation  of  52,- 
880  Commercial  broadcast  outlets  in 
Muncie  are  daytime-onlv  Station  WERK 
(AM),  licensed  to  Muncie  Broadcasting, 
and  an  AM-FM  operation  consisting  of 
Class  IV  Station  WLBC(  AM)  and  Station 
WLBC-FM  (Channel  281).  Noncommer¬ 
cial  educational  stations  are  WBST 
<FM>  and  WIPB(TV)  (Channel  49), 
both  licensed  to  Ball  State  University, 
and  WWHKFM) ,  licensed  to  Muncie 
Community  Schools. 

13.  Muncie  Broadcasting  urges  that  the 
Commission  make  the  requested  assign¬ 
ment  to  Muncie  as  a  commercial  assign¬ 
ment  because  it  would  create  competi¬ 
tive  PM  interest  and  would  achieve 
greater  media  diversity  in  the  area.  Ball 
State  points  out  that  much  of  the  data 
submitted  by  Muncie  Broadcasting  is 
either  outdated  or  erroneous,  and  con¬ 
tends,  as  to  diversity,  that  its  proposal 
for  an  educational  frequency  would  pro¬ 
vide  greater  diversity  of  media  in  the 
Muncie  area  than  if  the  assignment  were 
made  as  a  commercial  assignment. 

Engineering  Considerations 

14.  Commission  analysis  indicates  that 
the  assignment  of  Channel  221A  to  either 
Alexandria  or  Muncie  would  foreclose 
future  assignments  only  on  Channel 
221A  in  a  limited  area  between  the  two 
communities.  If  the  assignment  is  made 
to  Alexandria,  the  antenna  site  must  be 
located  five  miles  east  of  Alexandria;  if 
it  is  made  to  Muncie,  the  antenna  site 
must  be  located  at  least  three  miles  west 
of  Muncie.  Analysis  of  the  Alexandria 
and  Muncie  proposals  further  indicates 
that  Channel  221A  may  be  assigned  to 
either  of  the  cities  (but  not  to  both),  if 
Station  WWHKFM)  at  Muncie  is  re¬ 
quired  to  change  its  operation  from 
Channel  218  to  217.  The  only  remaining 
question  is  whether  operation  of  WWHI 
(FM)  on  Channel  217  would  cause  in¬ 
terference  within  the  service  area  of 
Indianapolis  Station  WRTV(TV).  The 
Commission  is  concerned  with  interfer¬ 
ence  to  Channel  6  TV  operations  by  FM 


stations  in  the  lower  part  of  the  FM 
band.  It  indicated  its  concern  in  a  Public 
Notice  issued  September  1,  1967  (FCC 
67-1013),  and  is  presently  exploring  the 
FM/Channel  6  interference  questions  in 
Docket  No.  19183. 

15.  By  letter,  McGraw-Hill  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company,  licensee  of  television  Sta¬ 
tion  WRTV(TV),  Indianapolis,  Indiana, 
expressed  its  concern  about  interference 
to  its  operation  from  FM  stations  operat¬ 
ing  at  the  low  end  of  the  FM  spectrum 
including  Channel  221A.  It  asserted  that 
the  proposals  to  require  Station  WWHI 
(FM)  to  move  from  Channel  218  to  217 
would  increase  the  potential  for  inter¬ 
ference  caused  by  that  station  to  WRTV. 
However,  Stations  WBST(FM)  and 
WWHKFM)  are  presently  operating  on 
Channels  214  and  218,  respectively,  at 
Muncie,  and  no  claim  has  been  made 
that  they  are  causing  interference  to 
the  television  service  of  Station  WRTV 
(TV)  at  Muncie.  The  operation  of  an  FM 
station  on  Channel  221 A  at  either  com¬ 
munity  would  not  affect  the  service  of 
Station  WRTV  (TV),  and  we  are  of  the 
view  the  assertion  of  potential  interfer¬ 
ence  from  a  station  operating  on  that 
channel  as  being  without  foundation. 

16.  Although  it  appears  that  the  pres¬ 
ent  operation  of  Station  WWHKFM)  on 
Channel  218  is  not  causing  interference 
to  the  WRTV  (TV)  service,  it  is  possible 
that  interference  might  occur  on  Chan¬ 
nel  217.  However  it  is  noted  that  Station 
WBST(FM)  is  operating  on  Channel  214, 
and  no  information  is  available  as  to 
whether  such  operation  has  encountered 
interference  problems.  Station  WDHS 
operates  on  Channel  210  at  Gaston,  In¬ 
diana,  some  10  miles  northwest  of  Mun¬ 
cie.  If  these  stations  operating  below 
Channel  217  do  not  cause  interference 
to  the  WRTV  service,  it  may  be  con¬ 
cluded  that  Station  WWHKFM)  oper¬ 
ating  on  Channel  217  with  310  watts  and 
antenna  height  of  79  feet  should  not  be 
a  problem  to  Station  WRTV  (TV) .  Since 
we  do  not  believe  that  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  should  be  held  in  abeyance 
pending  the  resolution  of  the  proceeding 
in  Docket  No.  19183,  information  as  to 
interference,  if  any,  from  FM  stations 
to  the  WRTV  (TV)  service  should  be 
submitted. 

Discussion 

17.  Muncie  Broadcasting  has  previ¬ 
ously  attempted  to  have  an  FM  channel 
assigned  to  Muncie  without  success.  In 
1966,  it  filed  a  petition  for  rule  making 
which  was  denied  (FM  Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments,  19  FCC  2d  921  ( 1969) ) .  That  peti¬ 
tion,  which  requested  assignment  of 
Channel  221A  to  Muncie,  was  not  favor¬ 
ably  considered  because  it  would  have 
required  shifting  channels  of  two  educa¬ 
tional  stations  at  Hartford  and  Muncie, 
Indiana,  and  it  would  have  had  a  poten¬ 
tial  preclusive  effect  on  educational 
broadcast  assignments  on  the  three  top 
educational  channels  (218,  219  and  220). 
Moreover,  the  preclusive  impact  areas 
for  the  three  channels  were  included 
within  the  reception  area  of  a  Channel  6 
TV  station,  a  fact  which  suggested  that 
future  development  in  the  FM  educa¬ 


tional  band  in  the  area  should  be  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  upper  educational  chan¬ 
nels.  Muncie  Broadcasting  amended  that 
proposal  to  specify  Channel  244A  instead 
of  Channel  221  A.  Because  the  amended 
proposal  involved  the  shifting  of  chan¬ 
nels  of  existing  FM  stations  which  would 
have  required  a  waiver  of  the  separation 
requirements,  it  was  denied. 

18.  Muncie  Broadcasting  subsequently 
again  requested  the  assignment  of  Chan¬ 
nel  244A  to  Muncie  as  a  second  channel 
there.  This  would  have  required  shifting 
of  channels  of  three  existing  FM  stations. 
This  request  was  also  denied,  32  FCC  2d 
839  ( 1972) ,  because  it  would  have  re¬ 
sulted  in  one  of  the  three  existing  sta¬ 
tions  losing  some  of  its  existing  service 
area. 

19.  In  denying  this  Channel  244 A  pro¬ 
posal,  the  Commission  also  rejected  an 
alternative  proposal  of  Muncie  Broad¬ 
casting  to  assign  Channel  221 A  to  Mun¬ 
cie.  At  that  time,  as  now,  Ball  State  was 
operating  on  Channel  214  and  Muncie 
Community  Schools  was  operating  on 
Channel  218.  The  alternative  proposal  to 
assign  Channel  221 A  to  Muncie  required 
shifting  Muncie  Community  Schools 
from  Channel  218  to  210.  (The  proposal 
did  not  include  shifting  the  Hartford 
Channel  220  educational  operation, 
which  had  been  part  of  the  1966  Chan¬ 
nel  221 A  proposal,  since  the  Hartford 
station  had  then  gone  off  the  air.)  The 
Commission  again  took  notice  of  the  tight 
FM  channel  availabilities  with  respect 
to  noncommercial  educational  facilities 
in  Indiana,  and  the  question  of  FM  inter¬ 
ference  to  Channel  6  television  stations, 
and  noted  that  any  further  expansion  of 
educational  FM  service  in  that  general 
area  would  in  all  likelihood  be  on  the 
higher  frequencies  where  the  assignment 
of  Channel  221 A  could  well  preclude 
their  use. 

20.  Ball  State  presently  proposes  the 
assignment  of  Channel  221A  as  an  edu¬ 
cationally  reserved  channel.  If  Ball  State 
were  to  operate  on  Channel  221A,  Chan¬ 
nel  214  would  no  longer  be  in  use,  and 
Muncie  Community  Schools  would  shift 
from  Channel  218  to  217.  This  would 
mean  that  the  channel  nearest  to  TV 
Channel  6  would  be  Channel  217  rather 
than  214  as  is  presently  the  case,  and 
would  represent  a  theoretical  improve¬ 
ment  over  the  present  situation. 

21.  If  Channel  221A  were  assigned  as 
a  commercial  channel  to  Muncie  or  to 
Alexandria,  Muncie  Community  Schools 
would  shift  from  Channel  218  to  217,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  Muncie  Broadcasting  and 
the  Gravure  proposals.  However,  those 
proposals  would  continue  Ball  State’s 
present  operation  on  Channel  214,  so 
there  would  be  no  improvement  in  the 
interference  situation  regarding  Chan¬ 
nel  6  television  operations  at  Indian¬ 
apolis.  Moreover,  the  two  FM  stations 
would  be  operating  three  channels  apart 
in  Muncie  which  is  not  an  acceptable 
situation. 

22.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  we  believe 
it  in  the  public  interest  to  propose  the 
assignment  of  Channel  221 A  to  Muncie 
as  an  educationally  reserved  channel. 
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The  Commission  has  restricted  PM  fre¬ 
quencies  to  educational  uses  in  at  least 
two  prior  cases  (PM  Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments,  Waco,  Texas,  10  FCC  2d  865,  872; 
Bloomington,  Indiana,  P^C  69-1287,  34 
PR  18860  (1969)). 

23.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  found  in  Sections  4(i),  303  (g) 
and  (r)  and  307(b)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments,  §  73.202(b)  as  follows: 


Channel  No. 

City  - 

Present  Proposed 


Reference  Room  at  its  headquarters,  1919 
M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Adopted:  July31,i974. 

Released:  August  8, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[  seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-18663  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

[  12  CFR  Part  545  ] 

[No.  74-776] 


public  or  otherwise  disclosed  under 
8  505.6  of  the  general  regulations  of  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (12 
CFR  505.6). 

Section  545.9-1  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (a)  (4)  (i)  (e)  and  a 
new  paragraph  (k)  (7)  is  added,  reading 
as  follows : 

§  545.9—1  Service  corporations. 

(a)  General  service  corporations. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(4)  *  *  * 

(e)  Consumer  loans. 


Muneie,  Ind 


281  *221A,  281 


24.  Showings  required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal  discussed  above. 
Proponents  will  be  expected  to  answer 
whatever  questions  are  raised  in  the  No¬ 
tice  and  other  questions  that  may  be 
presented  in  initial  comments.  They  are 
specifically  expected  to  file  detailed  en¬ 
gineering  data  concerning  interference 
within  the  service  area  of  Station  WRTV 
(TV) ,  Indianapolis,  Indiana,  by  an  edu¬ 
cational  station  operating  on  Channel 
217  at  Muneie,  Indiana.  Proponents  are 
expected  to  file  comments  even  if  they 
only  resubmit  or  incorporate  by  reference 
their  former  pleadings.  They  should  also 
restate  their  intention  to  apply  for  the 
channel  if  assigned  and,  if  authorized, 
to  build  the  station  promptly.  Failure  to 
do  so  may  lead  to  denial  of  the  request. 

25.  Cut-off  procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern: 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  In  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if  ad¬ 
vanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that  parties 
may  comment  on  them  in  reply  comments. 
They  will  not  be  considered  if  advanced  in 
reply  comments. 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the  proposal  in 
the  Notice,  they  will  be  considered  as  com¬ 
ments  In  this  proceeding,  and  Public  Notice 
to  this  effect  will  be  given  as  long  as  they 
are  filed  before  the  date  for  filing  initial  com¬ 
ments  herein.  If  filed  later  than  that,  they 
will  not  be  considered  in  connection  with  the 
decision  herein. 

26.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  pe¬ 
tition  of  Gravure  Corporation  and  the 
counterproposal  of  Muneie  Broadcasting 
Corporation  are  denied. 

27.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.415  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  interested  parties 
may  file  comments  on  or  before  October 
1,  1974,  and  reply  comments  on  or  before 
October  21,  1974.  All  submissions  by  par¬ 
ties  to  this  proceeding  or  persons  acting 
on  behalf  of  such  parties,  must  be  made 
in  written  comments,  reply  comments, 
or  other  appropriate  pleadings. 

28.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.419  of  the  rules  and  regulations, 
an  original  and  14  copies  of  all  com¬ 
ments,  reply  comments,  pleadings,  briefs, 
and  other  documents  shall  be  furnished 
the  Commission.  These  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  in  the  Commission’s  Public 


FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN  SYSTEM 

Proposed  Amendments  Relating  to  Con¬ 
sumer  Loans  by  Service  Corporations 

August  7, 1974. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
considers  it  advisable  to  propose  amend¬ 
ments  to  §  545.9-1  of  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
System  (12  CFR  545.9-1)  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  permitting  service  corporations 
in  which  Federal  savings  and  loan  asso¬ 
ciations  may  invest  under  §  545.9-1  to 
invest  in  consumer  loans.  By  a  com¬ 
panion  Resolution  (Resolution  No.  74- 
777;  August  7, 1974),  the  Board  also  pro¬ 
poses  amendments  to  Part  584  of  the 
regulations  for  Savings  and  Loan  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  (12  CFR  Part  545)  to  per¬ 
mit  multiple  savings  and  loan  holding 
companies  to  invest  in  consumer  loans. 

New  §  545.9-1  (k)  (7)  would  define  the 
term  “consumer  loan”  as  “a  loan  to  one 
or  more  individuals  which  is  either  un¬ 
secured  or  which  is  secured  by  consumer 
goods.”  The  term  “consumer  goods” 
would  be  broadly  interpreted  and  would 
include  all  goods  used  or  bought  pri¬ 
marily  for  personal,  family  or  house¬ 
hold  purposes.  New  §  545.9-1  (a)  (4)  (i) 
(e)  would  permit  service  corporations  in 
which  Federal  associations  may  invest 
under  §  545.9-1  to  originate,  purchase, 
sell,  and  service  “consumer  loans”,  as  de¬ 
fined  in  new  §  545.9-1  (k)  (7) .  If  consumer 
loans  were  sold  with  recourse,  the 
amount  of  the  recourse  obligation  would 
be  included  as  secured  debt  by  the  serv¬ 
ice  corporation  in  determining  its  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  debt  limitation  of 
§  545.9-1  (b)  (3)  (i)  (b).  Appropriate  sty¬ 
listic  revisions  would  be  made  in  §§  545.9- 
l<a)  (4)  (i)  (c)  and  545.9-l(a)  (4)  (i)  (d) . 

Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  §  545.9-1  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (a)  (4)  (i)  (e)  and  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (k)  (7)  thereto,  as  set  forth  below. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  320  First  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20552,  by  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1974,  as  to  whether  this  pro¬ 
posal  should  be  adopted,  rejected,  or 
modified.  Written  material  submitted 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  above  address  unless  confidential 
treatment  is  requested  or  the  material 
would  not  be  made  available  to  the 


(k)  Definitions.  *  *  * 

(7)  The  term  “consumer  loan”  means 
a  loan  to  one  or  more  individuals  which 
is  either  unsecured  or  which  is  secured 
by  consumer  goods. 

(Sec.  5,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended;  (12  U.S.C. 
1464),  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  FR  4981, 
3  CFR,  1943-48  Comp.,  p.  1071). 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

Tseal]  Grenville  L.  Millard,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.74-18701  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


t  12  CFR  Part  584  ] 

[No.  74-777] 

SAVINGS  AND  LOAN  HOLDING 
COMPANIES 

Proposed  Amendments  Relating  to  Con¬ 
sumer  Loans  by  Multiple  Holding  Com¬ 
panies 

August  7, 1974. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
considers  it  desirable  to  propose  an 
amendment  to  §  584.2-1  of  the  regulations 
for  Savings  and  Loan  Holding  Companies 
(12  CFR  584.2-1)  for  the  purpose  of 
adding  a  new  subdivision  (v)  to  §  584.2- 
1(b)(1)  authorizing  consumer  loans  as 
one  of  the  “preapproved”  services  and 
activities  for  multiple  savings  and  loan 
holding  companies  and  their  non-insured 
subsidiaries  other  than  service  cor¬ 
porations.  By  a  companion  Resolution 
(Resolution  No.  74-776;  August  7,  1974), 
the  Board  also  proposes  amendments  to 
§  545.9-1  of  the  rules  and  regulations  for 
the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  System 
(12  CFR  545.9-1)  for  the  purpose  of  per¬ 
mitting  service  corporations  in  which 
Federal  savings  and  loan  associations 
may  invest  under  §  545.9-1  to  invest  in 
consumer  loans. 

New  §  584.2-l(b)  (1)  (v)  would  permit 
multiple  savings  and  loan  holding  com¬ 
panies  to  originate,  purchase,  sell  and 
service  “consumer  loans,”  as  defined  in 
§  545.9-1  (k)  (7)  of  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
System  (12  CFR  545.9— l(k)  (7) )  as  “a 
loan  to  one  or  more  individuals  which  is 
either  unsecured  or  which  is  secured  by 
consumer  goods.”  The  term  “consumer 
goods”  would  be  broadly  interpreted  and 
would  include  all  goods  used  or  bought 
primarily  for  personal,  family  or  house¬ 
hold  purposes.  However,  no  subsidiary  in¬ 
sured  institution  of  a  multiple  holding 
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company  or  its  service  corporation  would 
be  permitted  to  engage,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  in  any  transaction  with  any  af¬ 
filiate  (including  a  transaction  between 
such  insured  institution  and  its  service 
corporation)  involving  the  purchase  or 
sale,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  any  consumer 
loan.  Appropriate  stylistic  revisions 
would  be  made  in  §§  584.2— 1(b)  (1)  Ciii) 
and  584.2-1  (b)  (1)  (iv). 

Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby  proposes 
to  amend  Part  584  by  adding  a  new 
§  584.2-1  (b)  (1)  (v)  as  set  forth  below. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  320  First  Street 
NW„  Washington  D.C.  20552,  by  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1974,  as  to  whether  this  proposal 
should  be  adopted,  rejected,  or  modified. 


PROPOSED  RULES 

Written  material  submitted  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  above 
address  unless  confidential  treatment  is 
requested  or  the  material  would  not  be 
made  available  to  the  public  or  otherwise 
disclosed  under  §  505.6  of  the  General 
Regulations  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Board  (12  CFR  505.6). 

Section  584.2-1  (b)  (1)  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  subdivision  (v)  as  follows: 

§  584.2— 1  Services  and  activities  of  mul¬ 
tiple  savings  and  loan  holding  com¬ 
panies. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  Prescribed  services  and  activi¬ 
ties.  *  *  * 

(1)  •  •  • 

(v)  Consumer  loans,  as  defined  in 
5  545.9-1  (k)  (7)  of  this  chapter.  Pro¬ 


vided,  That,  no  subsidiary  insured  insti¬ 
tution  of  such  holding  company  or  serv¬ 
ice  corporation  of  such  insured  institu¬ 
tion  shall  engage,  directly  or  indirectly, 
in  any  transaction  with  any  affiliate  in¬ 
volving  the  purchase  or  sale,  in  whole  or 
in  part,  of  any  consumer  loan. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  408,  48  Stat.  1258,  as  amended,  sec. 
408,  48  Stat.  1261,  as  added  by  73  8tat.  691, 
as  amended;  (12  US.C.  1725,  1730m).  Reorg. 
Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  FR  4981,  3  CFR  1948- 
48  Comp.,  p.  1071). 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Grenville  L.  Millard,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18702  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 
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notices 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Public  Notice  CM-R2) 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN 

RELATIONS  OF  THE  IGNITED  STATES 

Report  on  Closed  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(d)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  the 
report  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
“Foreign  Relations  of  the  United  States” 
has  been  filed  with  the  Library  of  Con¬ 
gress. 

Anyone  interested  in  this  report  may 
inspect  it  in  the  Microform  Reading 
Room  MB-140B,  Main  Building  of  the 
Library  of  Congress,  10  First  Street  SE., 
Washington,  D.C. 

This  completes  the  filing  of  reports  by 
advisory  committees  which  held  a  closed 
meeting  or  meetings  in  1973.  The  filing 
of  reports  of  the  other  committees  was 
announced  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  3, 1974  (39  FR  24521) . 

Dated:  August  7, 1974. 

Sue  M.  Moreland, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-18622  Filed  8-13-74:8:46  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
United  States  Customs  Service 
FOOTWEAR  FROM  SPAIN 

Notice  of  Countervailing  Duty 
Proceedings;  Correction 

A  “Notice  of  Countervailing  Duty  Pro¬ 
ceedings”  with  respect  to  footwear  from 
Spain  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  July  16,  1974  (39  FR  26046) . 

To  more  specifically  define  the  mer¬ 
chandise  which  is  the  subject  of  the 
Proceedings,  the  “Notice  of  Countervail¬ 
ing  Duty  Proceedings”  referred  to  above 
is  amended  by  changing  the  caption  to 
read  “Non-Rubber  Footwear  from 
Spain,”  and  by  inserting  the  words  “non¬ 
rubber”  before  the  word  “footwear”  in 
the  first  and  second  paragraphs. 

[seal]  Leonard  Lehman, 

Acting  Commissioner 
of  Customs. 

Approved:  August  8,  1974. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.74-18563  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bonneville  Power  Administration 

LAND  ACTIVITIES  AND  CLAIMS 
Redelegations  of  Authority 

Redelegations  of  Authority  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  6,  1968 
(33  FR  9784)  and  amended  on  Septem¬ 
ber  13,  1968  (33  FR  12974) ,  February  21, 
1969  (34  FR  2508),  August  9,  1969  (34 
FR  12955),  September  18,  1969  (34  FR 
14534) ,  May  1,  1971  (36  FR  8266) ,  June 
8,  1971  (36  FR  11047),  July  24,  1971  (36 
FR  13799),  November  26,  1971  (36  FR 
22689),  May  6,  1972  (37  FR  9245),  July 
13,  1972  (37  FR  13721) ,  November  3,  1972 
(37  FR  23463),  June  27,  1973  (38  FR 
16922),  August  29,  1973  (38  FR  23343). 
and  September  17,  1973  (38  FR  26011), 
are  further  amended  by  revising  sections 
10.15  and  10.16  to  read  as  follows: 
Section  10.15  Land  activities. 

*  *  •  •  • 

e.  [Deleted] 

*  •  ♦  •  • 

Sec.  10.16  Claims. 

a.  The  Head  of  the  Disbursement 
Audit  Section  may  compromise  and 
finally  settle  such  claims  arising  under 
contracts  (except  power  contracts)  as 
the  Administrator  is  authorized  to  set¬ 
tle  under  section  2(f)  of  the  Bonneville 
Project  Act,  as  amended. 

b.  (1)  The  Bureau  Tort  Claims  Officer 
(Assistant  O&M  Manager)  and  the 
Chief,  Branch  of  Land,  may  exercise  the 
authority  of  the  Administrator  under 
section  12(a)  of  the  Bonneville  Project 
Act,  as  amended,  with  respect  to  deter¬ 
mining,  settling,  compromising  and  pay¬ 
ing  claims  against  the  Bonneville  Power 
Administration  when  the  amount  allowed 
does  not  exceed  $1,000. 

(2)  The  Area  Tort  Claims  Officers 
(Area  O&M  Managers)  and  the  Con¬ 
struction  Claims  Officer,  Branch  of  Con¬ 
struction,  each  may  exercise  the  author¬ 
ity  described  in  subparagraph  b(l)  of 
this  section  when  the  amount  allowed 
does  not  exceed  $500. 

c.  (1)  The  Bureau  Tort  Claims  Officer 
(Assistant  O&M  Manager)  may  exercise 
the  authority  of  the  Administrator  under 
section  12(a)  of  the  Bonneville  Project 
Act,  as  amended,  with  respect  to  deter¬ 
mining,  compromising,  and  settling 
claims  of  the  Bonneville  Power  Admin¬ 
istration. 

(2)  The  Chief,  Branch  of  Finance  and 
Accounts,  may  exercise  the  authority  of 
the  Administrator  to  sign  releases  re¬ 
quired  for  settlement  of  claims  of  the 
Bonneville  Power  Administration,  after 
determining  that  the  consideration  for 
the  release  satisfies  all  amounts  owing 


the  Bonneville'  Power  Administration 
under  the  claim. 

Dated:  August  5, 1974. 

Donald  Paul  Hodel, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.74-18565  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am[ 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[NM  21986] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Application 

August  6,  1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185) ,  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  Southern  Union  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  a  10  inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  right-of-way  across  the  following 
land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  19S..R.29  E„ 

Sec.  35,  NE»/4NEy4,  S%NE»4,  NE»/4SW%. 

s  'A  s  w  y4  nw  y4  se  t4 . 

T.  19  S„  R.  30  E„ 
sec.  9,  NEy4swv4,  sy2swv4; 

Sec.  17.  NEy4NE%,  SftNEK,  NE^SW^. 
s&swt4Nwy4SEV4; 

Sec.  19,  lot  4,  NEViNEV4,  S%NE%,  E&SW*4 
NWViSE'4; 

Sec.  20,  NWy4NWy4; 

Sec.  30,  lot  1. 

T.  20  S.,  R.  28  E„ 

Sec.  25,  NEy4NE^4,  S&NE«4,  NEftSWK, 
sy*swy4Nwv4SE[4; 

Sec.  35,  NE>/4NEV4,  SyaNE^,  NEy43WV4, 
sy2swy4Nwy4sEi4. 

T.  20  S.,  R.  29  E., 

sec.  3,  lot  l,  sj/2ne>4,  NE&swft,  sy2sw»4, 
NWV4SEV4: 

Sec.  9.  NE>/4NEti.  S&NEV4,  NE»4SW]4. 

s  y2  s  w  y4 ,  nw  y4  se  y4 ; 

Sec.  10,  NWy,NW'/4; 

Sec.  16,  NW>/4NWy4; 

Sec.  17,  NE»4NEy4.  Wy2NEt4.  NEy4SWV4. 
SE  %  NW  ,  s  y2  S  W  »4 ; 

Sec.  19,  lot  4,  NEl4NE%,  S%NE%,  E]4 
swy4,Nwi4SEV4; 

Sec.  20,  NWViNWft; 

Sec.  30,  lot  1. 

T.  21S..R.27  E., 

Sec.  2.  lots  1, 2,  6.  7, 11. 12, 13; 

Sec.  3,  lot  16,  SEftSWft,  NyaSE'/4,  SW'4 
SEt/4: 

Sec.  9.  S1/2NE^4; 

Sec.  10,  NV4NW»4,  SW»/4NWi4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  15.595  miles  of  national  resource 
land  in  Eddy  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  In¬ 
form  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 
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Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1397,  Roswell,  NM  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.74-18638  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am) 


[NM  21023,  21026  and  21115] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Applications 

August  6,  1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended 
by  the  Act  of  November  16, 1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  three  2%  inch  natural  gas 
pipelines  rights-of-way  across  the  fol¬ 
lowing  lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian, 

New  Mexico 

T.  25  N.,  R.  6  W„ 

Sec.3,Lotl,SEViNE»A; 

Sec.  13,  NE>/4NE>4. 

T.  29  N„  R.  11  W., 

sec.  9,  swy4SEv;. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.074  miles  of  national  resource 
land  in  San  Juan  and  Rio  Arriba  Coun¬ 
ties,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Mana¬ 
ger,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3550 
Pan  American  Freeway,  Albuquerque,  NM 
.87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[ FR  Doc.74-18628  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


[4114] 

SALT  LAKE  DISTRICT  U-l  AND  U-2 
GRAZING  BOARDS 


The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will  include 
Advisory  Board  recommendations  on 
winter  grazing  applications  and  Sec. 
4115.2-2(b)  transfers.  The  Boards  will 
also  consider  drought  problems  on  the 
West  Desert  Cattle  Allotments,  the  sta¬ 
tus  of  the  Park  Valley  URA  and  MFP 
as  well  as  the  Wasatch  URA  and  MFP 
will  be  presented  for  discussion  and  Ad¬ 
visory  Board  recommendations,  and 
other  matters  that  properly  come  before 
the  Board. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Time  will  be  available  for  limited  com¬ 
ments  by  members  of  the  public.  Those 
wishing  to  make  an  oral  statement 
should  inform  the  Chairman  of  either 
Board  prior  to  the  meeting  of  the  Board. 
Any  interested  person  may  file  a  writ¬ 
ten  statement  with  the  joint  Boards  for 
their  consideration.  The  Advisory  Board 
Chairman  for  U-l  is  Norman  Weston, 
and  for  the  U-2  Board  it  is  C.  Garnett 
Player.  Written  statements  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  at  the  meeting  or  mailed  to  either 
Mr.  Weston  or  Mr.  Player,  %  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
1750  South  Redwood  Road,  Rm.  214, 
Salt  Lake,  City,  Utah  84104.  Further  in¬ 
formation  concerning  this  meeting  may 
be  obtained  from  the  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Salt  Lake 
District  Office,  (801)  524-5348.  Minutes 
of  the  meeting  will  be  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  thirty  days  after  the  meet¬ 
ing  at  the  District  Office,  1750  South 
Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84104. 

Gerald  Eltillier, 
District  Manager,  Salt  Lake. 

(FR  Doc.74-18621  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
[Docket  No.  M  74-175] 

PATSY  JANE  COAL  CORP. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301  (c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c), 
(1970) ,  Patsy  Jane  Coal  Corporation  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 


(4)  In  order  to  construct  berms,  solid  rock 
would  have  to  be  blasted,  creating  thereby 
a  dangerous  new  high  wall  next  to  the  haul¬ 
age  road. 

(6)  Additional  personnel  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  maintain  the  berms  and  guards 
This  added  personnel  would  significantly  in¬ 
crease  the  accidental  potential. 

(6)  Over  92  percent  of  Petitioner’s  haul¬ 
age  is  done  on  state  roads  which  are  no  safer 
than  Petitioner’s  roads. 

(7)  Petitioner’s  present  system  provides 
no  less  than  the  same  protection  as  afforded 
by  the  application  of  the  mandatory  safety 
standard. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  13,  1974.  Such  requests  or  comments 
must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
August  6, 1974. 

IFR  Doc.74-18618  Filed  8-13-74; 8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  74-171] 

POCAHONTAS  FUEL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  Pocahontas  Fuel  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1101-4  to  its  Beech  Fork 
Mine,  McDowell  County,  West  Virginia. 

30  CFR  75.1101-4  provides: 

As  part  of  the  deluge-type  water  spray 
system,  two  or  more  branch  lines  of  nozzles 
shall  be  Installed.  The  maximum  distance 
between  nozzles  shaU  not  exceed  eight  feet. 

In  support  of  its  petition,  Petitioner 
states  in  pertinent  part  that: 

Based  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Lee 
Engineering  Company  which  had  knowledge 
of  research  which  Indicated  that  the  branch 
system  was  not  necessary,  single  line  systems 
were  installed  at  the  Beech  Fork  Mine.  This 


Notice  of  Meeting 

August  6, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Graz¬ 
ing  Boards  of  Districts  U-l  and  U-2  of 
the  Salt  Lake  District  will  hold  a  joint 
field  trip  and  formal  meeting  on  Septem¬ 
ber  19  and  20, 1974.  The  Boards  will  con¬ 
vene  at  the  Salt  Lake  District  Office, 
1750  South  Redwood  Road,  the  morning 
of  September  19,  1974,  at  9:00  a.m.  for 
a  field  trip  through  the  West  Desert  Cat¬ 
tle  Allotments,  and  spend  the  night  in 
Wendover,  Nevada.  The  formal  meeting 
will  convene  September  20  at  9:00  a.m. 
at  the  Stateline  Hotel  in  Wendover,  Ne¬ 
vada.  This  meeting  will  be  on  a  combined 
basis  except  for  those  matters  of  concern 
to  a  single  Board,  at  which  time  the 
Boards  will  hold  concurrent  sessions. 


of  30  CFR  77.1605(k)  to  its  Mine  No.  1, 
Carrier,  Knott  County,  Kentucky. 

30  CFR  77.1605 (k)  provides: 

Berms  or  guards  shall  be  provided  on  the 
outer  bank  of  elevated  roadways. 

In  support  of  its  petition  to  secure  a 
waiver  of  30  CFR  77.1605(k),  Petitioner 
states  in  pertinent  part: 

( 1 )  Petitioner’s  roads,  over  which  less  than 
8  percent  of  Petitioner’s  haulage  is  accom¬ 
plished,  are  as  safe  as  the  condition  permit. 
The  Installation  of  either  berms  or  guards 
would  have  the  effect  of  reducing  the  safety 
of  these  roads. 

(2)  Berms  or  guards,  If  installed,  would 
hamper  snow  removal  and  create  drainage 
problems. 

(3)  Guardrails  would  have  to  be  Installed 
on  fill  material  which  does  not  provide  ade¬ 
quate  anchorage. 


was  done  only  after  consultation  with  Mr. 
William  Parks,  then  head  of  District  4, 
MESA.  Mr.  Parks  indicated  that  the  single 
line  system  was  acceptable. 

Petitioner  feels  that  its  single  line  system 
is  as  safe  as  that  provided  for  in  75.1101-4 
on  the  basis  of  advice  from  Mr.  Will  Jamison, 
head  of  Lee  Engineering  Company  who  was  a 
party  to  research  conducted  by  the  Technical 
Support  Group  of  MESA.  This  research  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  single  pipe  system  is  as  effec¬ 
tive  as  the  branch  system. 

Petitioner’s  Alternate  System 

A  single  line  system  of  nozzles  not 
more  than  eight  feet  apart  will  be  main¬ 
tained  as  part  of  the  deluge-type  water 
spray  system  required  by  section  311(f) 
of  the  Act  at  main  and  secondary  belt- 
conveyor  drives  in  the  Beech  Fork  Mine. 

The  foregoing  system  will  provide  no 
less  than  the  same  measure  of  protection 
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as  afforded  by  the  mandatory  standard. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or 
furnish  comments  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  13,  1974.  Such  requests  or  comments 
must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 

Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

August  6, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18619  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  ami 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

COMMITTEE  ON  EMERGENCY  PREPARED¬ 
NESS  NATIONAL  PETROLEUM  COUNCIL 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463,  86  Stat.  770),  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  following  meeting: 

The  Committee  on  Emergency  Prepared¬ 
ness  of  the  National  Petroleum  Council  will 
meet  at  1:30  p.m.  on  September  3,  1974,  in 
the  Williamsburg  Room  of  the  Dallas  Pe¬ 
troleum  Club,  4786  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Dallas,  Texas.  The  purpose  of  the 
meeting  is  to  review  and  approve  the  report 
of  the  Subcommittee  on  Materials  and  Man¬ 
power  Requirements  for  Petroleum  Explora¬ 
tion,  Drilling  and  Production  and  the  final 
report  of  the  main  committee.  The  Commit¬ 
tee  and  its  subcommittees  and  task  groups 
are  engaged  in  studies  Involving  a  temporary 
denial  or  marked  reduction  in  the  volume 
of  imported  oil  available  to  the  United  States 
and  the  availability  of  materials,  manpower 
and  equipment  for  oil  exploration,  drilling 
and  production  in  the  United  States.  These 
studies  were  requested  by  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  on  December  6,  1972  and  De¬ 
cember  21, 1973. 

The  meeting  will  open  to  the  public 
to  the  extent  that  space  and  facilities 
permit.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  a  written  statement  with  the  Council 
either  before  or  after  the  meeting.  In¬ 
terested  persons  who  wish  to  speak  at 
the  meeting  must  apply  to  the  Council 
and  obtain  approval  in  accordance  with 
its  established  procedures. 

The  purpose  of  the  National  Petroleum 
Council  is  to  provide  advice,  information 
and  recommendations  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  upon  request,  on  any 
matter  relating  to  petroleum  or  the 
petroleum  industry. 

Further  information  with  respect  to 
this  meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Ben 
Tafoya,  New  Post  Office  Building,  12th 
Street  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  telephone  number 
961-8601. 

Dated:  August  8, 1974. 

C.  King  Mallory, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Energy  &  Minerals. 

[FR  Doc  .74-18616  Filed  8-13-74;  8: 46  am] 


COMMITTEE  ON  ENERGY  CONSERVATION 
NATIONAL  PETROLEUM  COUNCIL 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463,  86  Stat.  770),  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  following  meeting: 

The  Committee  on  Energy  Conservation  of 
the  National  Petroleum  Council  will  meet  at 
9:30  a.m.  on  August  21,  1974,  In  the  Federal 
Room  of  the  Statler  Hilton  Hotel,  16th  and  K 
Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  The  purpose 
of  the  meeting  is  to  review  and  discuss  the 
final  report  on  Phase  I  out  of  the  current 
study  being  conducted  by  the  Committee 
and  its  subcommittees  and  task  groups  and 
to  review  and  discuss  plans  for  handling 
Phase  n  of  the  study.  The  Committee  and  its 
subcommittees  and  task  groups  are  engaged 
in  a  comprehensive  study  of  the  possibilities 
for  energy  conservation  in  the  United  States 
and  the  impact  of  such  measures  on  the 
future  energy  posture  of  the  nation.  The 
study  was  requested  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  on  July  23, 1973. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
to  the  extent  that  space  and  faculties 
permit.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  a  written  statement  with  the  Council 
either  before  or  after  the  meeting.  In¬ 
terested  persons  who  wish  to  speak  at  the 
meeting  must  apply  to  the  Council  and 
obtain  approval  in  accordance  with  its 
established  procedures. 

The  purpose  of  the  National  Petroleum 
Council  is  to  provide  advice,  information 
and  recommendations  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  upon  request,  on  any 
matter  relating  to  petroleum  or  the  pe¬ 
troleum  industry. 

Further  information  with  respect  to 
this  meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Ben 
Tafoya,  New  Post  Office  Building,  12th 
and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  telephone  number  961-8601. 

Dated:  August  8, 1974. 

C.  King  Mallory, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 

for  Energy  &  Minerals. 
[FR  Doc.74-18617  FUed  8-13-74:8:46  am[ 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 

STOCKYARDS  AND  SLAUGHTERING 
ESTABLISHMENTS 

Specific  Approval  Regarding  Brucellosis 

The  regulations  in  9  CFR  Part  78,  as 
amended,  contain  restrictions  on  the  in¬ 
terstate  movement  of  cattle,  other  do¬ 
mestic  animals,  and  bison  to  prevent  the 
spread  of  brucellosis.  This  document 
adds  certain  stockyards  and  slaughtering 
establishments  to  the  list  of  those  specifi¬ 
cally  approved  for  purposes  of  the  regu¬ 
lations,  on  the  basis  of  a  determination 
of  their  eligibility  for  such  approval 
under  §  78.16(b)  of  the  regulations  and 
removes  from  the  list  certain  other 
stockyards  and  slaughtering  establish¬ 
ments  which  have  been  found  no  longer 
to  qualify  for  such  approval.  Names 
changes  are  also  made  with  respect  to 


certain  stockyards  and  slaughtering 
establishments. 

Pursuant  to  S  78.16(b)  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  (9  CFR  78.16(b) )  under  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  the  Act  of 
February  2, 1903,  and  the  Act  of  March  3, 
1905,  and  amendments  thereof,  and  the 
Act  of  July  2,  1962  (secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32, 
as  amended:  secs.  1  and  2,  32  Stat.  791- 
792,  as  amended;  sec.  3,  33  Stat.  1265, 
as  amended:  sec.  2,  65  Stat.  693;  and 
secs.  3  and  11,  76  Stat.  130,  132;  (31 
U.S.C.  111-113,  114a-l,  115,  117,  120,  121, 
125,  134b,  134f ) )  and  delegations  of  au¬ 
thority  thereunder  (37  FR  28464,  28477; 

38  FR  19141) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  following  stockyards  and  slaughter¬ 
ing  establishments  are  specifically  ap¬ 
proved  under  said  regulations  as  indi¬ 
cated  below : 

Specifically  Approved  Stockyards 

The  following  stockyards  preceded  by 
an  asterisk  are  specifically  approved  for 
the  purposes  of  §  78.5,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  concerning  brucel¬ 
losis  reactors  and  of  paragraphs  (b)  and 
(c)  of  §  78.12  of  said  Title  9,  concerning 
cattle  not  known  to  be  affected  with 
brucellosis.  The  following  stockyards  not 
preceded  by  an  asterisk  are  specifically 
approved  for  the  purposes  of  paragraphs 
(b)  and  (c)  of  §  78.12  only: 

ARKANSAS 

•Hop©  Livestock  Auction,  Inc.,  Hope. 

GEORGIA 

•Peoples  Stockyard,  Cuthbert. 

IOWA 

•Lewis  County  Auction  Market,  Lewiston. 
Wayland  Livestock  Auction  Market,  WaylancL 

KANSAS 

•Hays  Livestock  Market  Center,  Hays. 
•Overbrook  Livestock  Sales,  Inc.,  Overbrook. 

MISSISSIPPI 

•Sheldon-Ross  Inc.,  Terry. 

•Spicer  Livestock,  Inc.,  Tupelo. 

•Tri-County  Stockyards,  Inc.,  Tupelo. 

MISSOURI 

•Ava  Sales  Company,  Ava. 

•Beck  &  McCord  Auction  Co.,  Inc.,  Sikeston. 
•Buffalo  Sale  Barn,  Buffalo. 

•Butler  Community  Sale,  Butler. 

•Cabool  Livestock  Market,  Cabool. 

•Callaway  Stock  Sales  Co.,  Fulton. 

•Cattlemen  Auction  Co.,  Inc.,  Humansville. 
•Central  Missouri  Sales  Co.,  Inc.,  Sedalla. 
•Chillicothe  Livestock  Market,  Inc,  Chil- 
llcothe. 

•Circle  S  Livestock  Auction,  Stanberry. 

•Clark  County  Sale  Co.,  Kahoka. 

•Columbia  Livestock  Auction,  Columbia. 
•Concordia  Livestock  Market,  Concordia. 
•Gallatin  Livestock  Auction,  Inc.,  Gallatin. 
•Green  City  Auction  Market,  Inc,  Green 
City. 

•Harrison  County  Livestock  Market.  Bethany. 
•Interstate  Producers  Livestock  Assn,  Fred- 
ericktown. 

•Ireland  &  Thorne  Livestock  Market,  Inc, 
Trenton. 

•Lexington  Livestock  Auction,  Lexington. 
•Licking  Livestock  Auction,  Licking. 
•Lockwood  Sales  Barn,  Lockwood. 

•Mansfield  Livestock  Auction,  Inc,  Mans¬ 
field. 
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•Mercer  County  Sale  Co.,  Princeton. 

•Mid-West  Livestock  Market,  Inc.,  Nevada. 
•Moberly  Auction  Company,  Moberly. 
•Mountain  Grove  Livestock  Auction  Co.,  Inc., 
Mountain  Grove. 

•Nevada  Livestock  Auction  Co.,  Inc.,  Nevada. 
Olean  Livestock  Sales  Company,  Olean. 

•Platte  County  Sales  Co.,  Inc.,  Platte  City. 
•Potosi  Livestock  Market,  Potosi. 

•Richland  Livestock  Exchange,  Richland. 
•Salem  Auction  Co.,  Salem. 

•Sedgewlckvllle  Auction  Market,  Inc..  Sedge- 
wickville. 

•Shelbina  Auction  Co.,  Shelbina. 

•Jack  Slvlls  Sales  Co.,  Inc.,  Butler. 

•Stewart’s  Sale  Pavilion,  Cameron. 

•St.  James  Livestock  Auction,  St.  James. 
•Summersvllle  Auction  Sale,  Summersville. 

MONTANA 

•Miles  City  Livestock  Auction  Market,  Miles 

City. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

•Sioux  Palls  Stockyards,  Sioux  Palls. 

TENNESSEE 

•Sampson  &  Maxwell  Livestock  Auction, 
Lewisburg. 

•Tennessee  Livestock  Producers  Inc.,  Thomp¬ 
son  Station. 

•Ward,  William  Livestock,  South  Pulton. 

TEXAS 

Cox  Commission  Co.,  Inc.,  West. 

VIRGINIA 

•Farmers  Livestock  Market,  Gate  City. 
•Farmers  Livestock  Market,  Inc,  Tazewell. 

WISCONSIN 

•Equity  Auction  Market,  Altoona. 

The  following  livestock  markets  are 
deleted  from  the  list  specifically  ap¬ 
proved  to  handle  interstate  shipments  of 
cattle : 

ARKANSAS 

•Salem  Livestock  Auction.  Salem. 

GEORGIA 

•Chatham  Livestock  Company,  Savannah. 
•Gainesville  Livestock  Market,  Gainesville. 
•Georgia  Livestock  Terminal  Market,  Inc, 

Macon. 

IOWA 

Wayland  Sales  Co.,  Inc,  Wayland. 

MISSISSIPPI 

S  &  A  Land  and  Cattle  Co,  Tupelo. 

MISSOURI 

Central  Missouri  Sales  Co,  Sedalia. 
•Chillicothe  Livestock  Auction,  Chillicothe. 
Clinton  Community  Sale,  Clinton. 

Concordia  Livestock  Auction,  Concordia. 
Doniphan  Auction  Sales  Co,  Doniphan. 
Golden  Valley  Auction,  Clinton. 

Harrison  County  Auction  Co,  Lewiston. 
Licking  Livestock  Sale,  Licking. 

Lockville  Sales  Barn,  Lockwood. 

Maryville  Auction  Co,  Maryville. 

Miller  Livestock  Auction  Company,  Miller. 
Mountain  Grove  Auction  Co,  Mountain 
Grove. 

NFO  Collection  Point,  Versailles. 

•North  Missouri  Sale  Pavilion,  Trenton. 
Olean  Livestock  Auction,  Olean. 

Platte  County  Sales  Co,  Inc,  Platte  City. 
Potosi  Livestock  Market,  Potosi. 

Salem  Auction  Sales,  Salem. 

St.  James  Auction  Co,  St.  James. 
Summersville  Auction  Sale,  8ummersvllle. 
Weddle’s  Sale  Bam,  Bethany. 


TENNESSEE  '  1 

•Nichols  &  Moore  Sales  Barn,  Thompson 
Station. 

•Sampson  Livestock  Auction,  Lewisburg. 

VIRGINIA 

Tazewell  Livestock  Market,  Inc,  Tazewell. 

Specifically  Approved  Slaughtering 
Establishments 

The  following  slaughtering  establish¬ 
ments  preceded  by  an  asterisk  are  specif¬ 
ically  approved  for  the  purposes  of  §  78.5 
of  Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
concerning  brucellosis  reactors,  and  of 
§  78.12(b)  of  said  Title  9,  concerning 
cattle  not  known  to  be  affected  with 
brucellosis;  and  those  not  preceded  by  an 
asterisk  are  specifically  approved  for  the 
purposes  of  §  78.12(b)  only: 

IOWA 

Korleski  Frozen  Poods,  Thompson. 

Rake  Locker,  Rake. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

•A.  P.  Bishop  Slaughter  House,  Ehrhardt. 

*C.  G.  Burbage,  Wholesale  Meats,  North 
Charleston. 

•  Childress  Poultry  Co,  Lauren. 

•Cheraw  Packing  Co,  Cheraw. 

•Cottlngham  Packing  Co,  Dillon. 

•Count’s  Sausage  Co,  Prosperity. 

•Cromer’s  Abattoir,  Inman. 

•De Loach  Food  Company,  Varnville. 

•Edgefield  Locker  Plant,  EdgevUle. 

•Fountain  Inn  Frozen  Food  Plant,  Fountain 
Inn. 

•Gilliam’s  Provision  Company,  Pelzer. 

G  &  W  Packing  Company,  Hickory  Grove. 
•Howards  Abattoir,  Anderson. 

•Lancaster  Frozen  Foods,  Inc,  Lancaster. 
•Lynn  Meats,  Inc,  Darlington. 

•Marvin’s  Meats,  Hollywood. 

•Mullins  Food  Processing,  Mullins. 

•Nichols  Cold  Storage,  Nichols. 

•Oconee  County  Abattoir,  Seneca. 

•Ott’s  Fresh  Meats,  Cordova. 

•Ravenel  Abattoir,  Ravenel. 

•Richardson’s  Slaughter  House,  Gresham. 

•R  &  R  Meats.  Walterboro. 

•Saluda  Frozen  Food  Center,  Saluda. 

•Union  Packing  Company,  Union. 

•Walden  Farms,  S.  C.  Department  of  Correc¬ 
tions.  Columbia. 

•Weinburg’s  Slaughter  Plant,  Darlington. 
•Wilson  Sausage  Co,  Florence. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

•Livingood  Slaughter  House,  Bruceton  Mills. 

The  following  slaughtering  establish¬ 
ments  are  deleted  from  the  list  specifi¬ 
cally  approved  to  handle  interstate  ship¬ 
ments  of  cattle. 

GEORGIA 

Meddin  Packing  Company,  Savannah. 

ILLINOIS 

Callihan  &  Company,  Peoria. 

Elmwood  Locker  Service,  Elmwood. 

Hubbard  Packing  Company,  Chicago. 
Metamora  Abattoir,  Inc,  Metamora. 

Raber  Packing  Company,  Peoria. 

Rocke’s  Cold  Storage,  Morton. 

IOWA 

Johnson  Market  &  Locker,  Rake. 

Miller’s  Frozen  Foods,  Thompson. 

NEW  YORK 

Hanlon,  Gilfus  &  Foltz,  Weedsport. 


SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Lancaster  Frozen  Foods,  Inc,  Lancaster. 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  notice 
shall  become  effective  on  August  14, 1974. 

This  action  imposes  certain  restric¬ 
tions  necessary  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
brucellosis,  relieves  certain  restrictions 
presently  imposed,  and  makes  certain 
changes  which  do  not  affect  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  the  restrictions  set  forth  in  9 
CFR  Part  78.  The  action  should  be  made 
effective  promptly  in  order  to  accom¬ 
plish  its  purpose  in  the  public  interest 
and  to  be  of  maximum  benefit  to  persons 
subject  to  the  restrictions  which  are  re¬ 
lieved.  Therefore,  under  the  adminis¬ 
trative  procedure  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause  that  no¬ 
tice  and  other  public  procedure  with  re¬ 
spect  to  this  action  are  impracticable, 
unnecessary  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest,  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  this  action  effective  on  or  before 
September  13,  1974. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C,  this  9th  day 
of  August,  1974. 

F.  W.  Hansen,  Jr., 
Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services,  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-18699  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

[Arndt.  1] 

SALES  OF  CERTAIN  COMMODITIES 

Monthly  Sales  List  (Fiscal  Year  Ending 
June  30,  1975) 

The  CCC  Monthly  Sales  List  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1975,  pub¬ 
lished  in  39  FR  24684  is  amended  as 
follows; 

1.  The  provisions  of  section  25  en¬ 
titled  “Rice,  rough — Unrestricted  use 
sales — FOB  warehouse”  published  in  39 
FR  24685  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

The  minimum  price  is  the  market  price 
but  not  less  than  the  formula  price.  The 
formula  price  is  the  1974  loan  rate  plus  6 
percent  plus  the  monthly  markup  shown  in 
this  section.  Basis  of  sale  is  f.o.b.  warehouse 
as  is.  or  at  buyers  option,  basis  outturn 
weights  and  grades  with  privilege  of  reject¬ 
ing  Individual  cars  which  are  more  than  one 
grade  below  the  listed  grade  or  contain  more 
than  1  percent  smut  in  excess  of  the  listed 
percentage. 

Monthly  Markups — Cents  Pee 
Hundredweight 


1974  1975 


August _ 

12 

January  .... 

...  62 

September  _ 

22 

February _ 

...  72 

October  _ 

32 

March  _  .. 

...  81 

November 

42 

April _ 

91 

December 

52 

...  101 

June _ 

...  101 

2.  A  section  27  is  inserted  and  reads 
as  follows: 

27.  Nonfat  dry  milk-unrestricted  use 
sales.  Market  price,  but  not  less  than  the 
following  announced  prices  for  spray 
process  nonfat  dry  milk  (NDM)  in  50 
pound  bags; 
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(1)  65.0  cents  per  pound  for  NDM  In  bags 
of  type  specified  In  ASCS  Announcement 
CMO-1. 

(2)  64.75  cents  per  pound  for  NDM  In 
commercial-type  bags. 

Sales  are  made  under  Announcement 
MP-14.  Sales  are  in  carlots  only  in-store 
at  storage  location  of  products. 

Effective  Date:  2:30  p.m.  (e.d.t.)  July 
31, 1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Au¬ 
gust  8, 1974. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[FR  Doc.74-18698  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


CARSON  NATIONAL  FOREST 
Notice  of  Meeting 

A  special  meeting  will  be  held  at  7  p.m., 
on  Tuesday,  August  20,  1974,  at  the  Tres 
Piedras  Elementary  School,  Tres  Piedras, 
New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  proposed  closure  of  certain 
lands  within  the  Tres  Piedras  Ranger 
District,  Carson  National  Forest  to 
motorized  vehicular  travel.  The  meeting 
will  be  conducted  by  representatives  of 
the  New  Mexico  Department  of  Game 
and  Fish  and  the  U.S.  Forest  Service, 

J.  Crellin, 

Acting  Forest  Supervisor. 

August  5, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18629  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  ami 


CARSON  NATIONAL  FOREST 
Notice  of  Meeting 

A  special  meeting  will  be  held  at  7  p.m., 
on  Thursday,  August  22, 1974,  at  the  Mid¬ 
town  Holiday  Inn,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  proposed  closure  of  certain  lands 
within  the  Tres  Piedras  Ranger  District, 
Carson  National  Forest  to  motorized  ve¬ 
hicular  travel.  The  meeting  will  be  con¬ 
ducted  by  representatives  of  the  New 
Mexico  Department  of  Game  and  Fish 
and  the  U.S.  Forest  Service. 

J.  Crellin, 

Acting  Forest  Supervisor. 

August  5,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18630  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


OKANOGAN  NATIONAL  FOREST 
GRAZING  ADVISORY  BOARD 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Okanogan  National  Forest  Graz¬ 
ing  Advisory  Board  will  meet  at  1  p.m.  on 
Thursday,  September  5,  1974,  in  the 
Forest  Supervisor's  Office,  Okanogan, 
Washington  98840. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  Upper  Limits  and  the  interpretation 
of  this  policy  on  the  Okanogan  National 
Forest.  A  second  topic  will  be  to  review 
the  revocation  of  a  permit  based  on  own¬ 
ership  requirements. 


The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Dated:  August  6, 1974. 

Gerhart  H.  Nelson, 
Forest  Supervisor. 
[FR  Doc.74-18637  Filed  8-13-74; 8: 46  am] 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

BOGOTA  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
TENNESSEE 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  has  prepared 
a  draft  environmental  statement  for  the 
Bogota  Watershed  Project,  Dyer  and 
Obion  Counties,  Tennessee,  USDA-SCS- 
ES-WS(ADM)  -74-38  (D) . 

The  environmental  statement  concerns 
a  plan  for  watershed  protection  and  flood 
prevention  in  the  11,500-acre  Bogota 
Watershed  which  encompasses  the  drain¬ 
age  area  of  Daughertly  Creek,  located  in 
Dyer  and  Obion  Counties,  Tennessee. 
Action  called  for  includes  conservation 
measures  on  5,910  acres  of  land,  and 
about  29.2  miles  of  stream  channel  work 
with  appurtenant  measures,  construction 
of  one  grade  stabilization  structure,  and 
mitigating  measures.  The  channel  work 
will  involve  27.7  miles  of  excavation  and 
enlargement  plus  1.5  miles  of  clearing 
and  debris  removal  on  existing  channels 
to  reduce  flooding  in  an  area  that  is  84 
percent  agricultural  cropland  and  grass¬ 
land.  All  of  the  channel  work  involves 
man-made  ditches  or  previously  modified 
channel  with  ephemeral  flow  only. 

A  limited  supply  of  copies  is  available 
at  the  following  location  to  fill  single 
copy  requests: 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA  561  U.S. 

Courthouse,  Nashville,  Tennessee  37203. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental 
statement  have  been  sent  for  comment 
to  various  federal,  state,  and  local  agen¬ 
cies  as  outlined  in  the  Council  on  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Quality  Guidelines.  Com¬ 
ments  are  also  invited  from  others  hav¬ 
ing  knowledge  of  or  special  expertise  on 
environmental  impacts. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  or  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Paul  How¬ 
ard,  State  Conservationist,  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  Service,  561  U.S.  Courthouse, 
Nashville,  Tennessee  37203. 

Comments  must  be  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  7,  1974,  in  order  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  preparation  of  the  final 
environmental  statement. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Dated:  August  2,  1974. 

W.  B.  Davey, 

Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-18623  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Technical  Information  Service 
GOVERNMENT-OWNED  INVENTIONS 
Availability  for  Licensing 

The  inventions  listed  below  are  owned 
by  the  U.S.  Government  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  licensing  in  accordance  with  the 
licensing  policy  of  each  Agency -sponsor. 

Copies  of  Patent  applications,  either 
paper  copy  (PC)  or  microfiche  (MF), 
can  be  purchased  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service  (NTIS), 
Springfield,  Virginia  22151,  at  the  prices 
cited.  Requests  for  copies  of  patent  appli¬ 
cations  must  include  the  PAT-APPL 
number  and  the  title. 

Paper  copies  of  patents  cannot  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  NTIS  but  are  available  from 
the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20231,  at  $0.50  each. 

Requests  for  licensing  information 
should  be  directed  to  the  address  cited 
below  for  each  agency. 

Douglas  J.  Campion, 
Patent  Program  Coordinator, 
National  Technical  Informa¬ 
tion  Service. 

U.S.  Department  op  Agriculture,  Chief,  Re¬ 
search  Agreements  and  Patent  Mgmt. 
Branch,  Federal  Building,  General  Services 
Division,  Agricultural  Research  Service, 
Hyattsville,  Maryland  20782. 

Patent  3,228,855:  Process  for  a  Microbial 
Polysaccharide;  filed  13  August  1971,  pat¬ 
ented  2  October  1973,  not  available  NTIS. 
Patent  3,243,301:  Ceral-Containing  Varieties 
of  Tempeh  and  Process  Thereof;  filed  3 
April  1964,  patented  29  March  1966,  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,280,103:  Production  of  Methyl  6- 
Chloro-6-Deoxy  Aipha-D-Qlucopyranaslde; 
filed  4  September  1964,  patented  18  October 
1966,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,282,795:  Production  of  2-Ketoglu- 
conic  Acid  by  “Serratia  Marcescens”;  filed 
5  October  1964,  patented  1  November  1966, 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.304,276:  Polyhydric  Phenol  Modified 
Fatty  Media  and  Iron  Surfaces  Chelated 
Therewith;  filed  13  May  1964,  patented  14 
February  1967,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,314,913:  Hexose  Polythiomercaptal 
Adhesives;  filed  18  January  1965,  patented 
18  April  1967,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,322,798:  Process  for  Obtaining  Pure 
Methyl  Azelaaldehydate  from  Ozonolysis  of 
Commercial  Methyl  Oleate;  filed  14  May 

1964,  patented  30  May  1967,  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,329,518:  Protein  Glue  for  Southern 
Pine  Plywood;  filed  11  June  1965,  patented 

4  July  1967,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,330,840:  Derivations  of  Methyl  9,9- 
Dimethoxynonandate;  filed  8  June  1964, 
patented  11  July  1967,  not  available  NTIS. 
Patent  3,343,974:  Composition  for  Increasing 
the  Dispersion  Stability  of  Titanium  Di¬ 
oxide  Pigment;  filed  13  May  1964,  patented 
26  September  1967,  not  available  NTIS. 
Patent  3,349,106:  Solvent  for  Obtaining  Very 
High  Yields  of  Aldehydic  Products  From 
Soybean  Oil;  filed  5  May  1965,  patented 
24  October  1967,  not  available  NTIS. 
Patent  3,356,699:  Alkali  Isomerization  of 
Crepenynic  Acid  to  8,10,12-Octadecatrie- 
naic  Acid;  filed  9  June  1965,  patented 

5  December  1967,  not  available  NTIS. 
Patent  3,360,441:  Microbiological  Screening 

Process  for  Aflatoxin;  filed  16  September 

1965,  patented  26  December  1967,  not 
available  NTIS. 
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Patent  3,373,178:  Conjugation  of  Vegetable 
OUb  via  Iron  Tricarbonyl  Complex;  filed 
9  July  1965,  patented  12  March  1968,  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,373,176:  Tertamethyl  Cyclobu- 
tanedlol  Diesters  of  Linseed-Derived  C18 
Saturated  Vlclnally  Substituted  Cycle 
Monocarboxyllc  Acid  Isomer  Mixture;  filed 
22  September  1965,  patented  12  March  1968, 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,383,284:  Cosmetic  Compositions 
Containing  Cyclic  C18  and  C20  Alcohols; 
filed  19  June  1964,  patented  14  May  1968 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,385,719:  Process  far  Production  of 
an  Alkali  Starch  Xanthate  Solution;  filed 
25  February  1965,  patented  28  May  1968, 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,396,082:  Glucan  Production  by  Fer¬ 
mentation  of  Fleshy  Fungi;  filed  9  June 
1965,  patented  6  August  1968,  not  available 

NTIS. 

Patent  3,414,515:  Color  Imparting  Complexes 
of  Starch  Ethers  for  Swimming  Pools;  filed 
5  October  1964,  patented  3  December  1968, 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,433,738:  Method  of  Precipitating 
Polyvalent  Cations;  filed  7  May  1968, 
patented  18  March  1969,  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,433,752:  Process  for  Preparing  Rigid 
Polyurethane  Foams  of  Open  All  Structure; 
filed  4  January  1967,  patented  18  March 
1969,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,476,670:  Polarographlc  Electrode 
Structure;  filed  10  April  1967,  patented  4 
November  1969,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,513,205:  Cyclic  Cl'S  and  C20  Alco¬ 
hols;  filed  10  March  1964,  patented  19 
May  1970,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,518,176:  Graft  Polymerization  of 
Starch  In  Novel  Alcohol  Reduction 
Medium;  filed  25  February  1966,  patented 
30  June  1970,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,522,056:  Reduction  of  Strontlum-90 
Content  of  Intact  Cereal  Grains;  filed  6 
August  1965,  patented  28  July  1970,  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.669,915:  Flocculants  from  Starch 
Graft  Copolymers;  filed  8  September  1970, 
patented  13  June  1972,  not  available 

NTIS. 

Patent  3,673,136:  Powdered  Polysacchrlde- 
Reinforced  Elastomer  Masterbatches,  Com¬ 
pounds  and  Resulting  Vulcanized  Rubbers; 
filed  24  July  1970,  patented  27  June  1972. 
Patent  3.679,433:  Protein -Enriched  Baked 
Products  and  Method  of  Making  Same; 
filed  8  September  1970,  patented  25  July 
1972,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,787,459:  Selective  Hydroformyla- 
tion  of  Unsaturated  Fatty  Compounds; 
filed  23  October  1970,  patented  22  January 
1974,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,795,670:  Process  for  Making  Starch 
Triacetates;  filed  5  March  1973,  patented 
5  March  1974.  Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,795,671:  Epoxypropl  Starch:  filed 
21  December  1971,  patented  5  March  1974, 
not  available  NTIS. 

US.  Department  of  Transportation,  Patent 
Counsel,  400  7th  Street  SW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590. 

Patent  application  479,638 :  Emergency  Light¬ 
ing  for  Public  Transportation  Vehicles; 
filed  17  June  1974,  PC  84.00/MF  81.45. 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Room  W513,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20460. 

Patent  3,763,040:  Processes  for  Reducing  the 
Organic-Carbon  Content  of  Water  Con¬ 
taminated  with  Organic  Compounds  by 
Continuous  Countercurrent  Multistage 
Treatment  with  Activated  Carbon;  filed 
13  August  1971,  patented  2  October  1973, 
not  available  NTIS. 


08.  Department  or  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Chief,  Patent  Branch,  Westwood  Build¬ 
ing,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014. 

Patent  application  447,029:  Ultrasound 

.  Imaging  System  Utilizing  Shaped  Acoustic 
Matching  Elements  to  Increase  the  Effec¬ 
tive  Aperture  of  an  Acoustic  Transducer; 
filed  28  February  1974,  PC  84.00/MF  $1.45. 

Patent  3,728,543:  Thermoluminescence  of 
Sapphire;  filed  23  November  1971, 
patented  17  April  1973,  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3.788,772 :  Energy  Converter  to  Power 
Circulatory  Support  Systems;  filed 
4  March  1971,  Patented  29  January  1974, 
not  available  NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  or  the  Interior,  Branch 
of  Patents,  18th  and  C  Streets  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

Patent  application  455,461:  Method  of 
Treating  Semipermeable  Membranes; 
filed  27  March  1974,  PC  84.00/MF  81-45. 

Patent  application  465,384:  Self-Tightening 
Inflatable  Arch;  filed  19  April  1974,  PC 
84.00/MF  81.45. 

Patent  3.807,557:  Flotation  of  Pyrite  from 
Coal;  filed  11  August  1972,  patented 
80  April  1974,  not  available  NTIS. 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Admin¬ 
istration.  Assistant  General  Counsel  for 
Patent  Matters,  NASA — Code  GP-2, 
Washington,  D.C.  20546. 

Patent  3,804,472:  Journal  Bearings:  Patented 
16  April  1974,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.805,266:  Turnstltle  Slot  Antenna: 
Patented  16  April  1974,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.806,835:  Rapidly  Pulsed,  High 
Intensity,  Incoherent  Light  Source: 
Patented  23  April  1974,  not  available 
NTIS. 

[FR  Doc.74-18651  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[DESI  11300] 

CHLORZOXAZONE  IN  COMBINATION 
WITH  ACETAMINOPHEN 

Drug  Efficacy  Study  Implementation; 

Follow-Up  Notice 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  Septem¬ 
ber  11,  1969  (34  FR  14299) ,  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  published  its  con¬ 
clusions  concerning  the  effectiveness  of 
the  following  drug  products,  stating  that 
the  products  are  regarded  as  possibly 
effective  for  all  of  their  labeled  indica¬ 
tions.  Other  products  included  In  that 
notice  are  not  affected  by  this  notice. 

Parafon  Tablets  (Chlorzoxazone  125 
mg.  and  acetaminophen  300  mg.)  and 
Parafon  Forte  Tablets  (chlorzoxazone 
250  mg.  and  acetaminophen  300  mg.) ; 
McNeil  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Camp  Hill 
Road,  Fort  Washington,  PA  19034  (NDA 
11-529). 

Combination  products  containing  a 
so-called  “skeletal  muscle  relaxant”  and 
an  analgesic  were  Initially  concluded  to 
be  either  possibly  effective  or  lacking 
substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness 
pursuant  to  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences- National  Research  Council, 
Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group  reviews.  The 
Commissioner  has  determined  that  these 
combinations  should  now  be  regarded  as 


less-than-effective  (probably  effective) 
for  the  following  reasons : 

1.  The  NAS/NRC  had  serious  doubts 
concerning  the  effectiveness  of  the 
“skeletal  muscle  relaxant”  component  of 
such  combinations,  and  made  It  clear  that 
these  doubts  were  a  major  reason  for 
the  rating  of  the  combinations  as  ineffec¬ 
tive  or  possibly  effective.  Thus,  the  Panel 
on  Neurological  Drugs  stated  for  Parafon 
and  Parafon  Forte,  with  respect  to  their 
claims  for  relief  of  skeletal  muscle  spasm 
and  pain  associated  with  various  medical 
and  orthopedic  problems: 

“The  Panel  considers  the  combination  of 
acetaminophen  and  chlorzoxazone  to  be  un¬ 
justified  until  chlorzoxazone  has  been 
proven  to  be  cllnlcaUy  effective  for  this  in¬ 
dication.  The  Panel  has  already  evaluated 
Paraflex  (chlorzoxazone)  as  possibly  effec¬ 
tive  as  a  muscle  relaxant. 

The  Commissioner  has  concluded  that 
new  evidence  in  the  form  of  adequate  and 
well-controlled  studies  has  demonstrated 
that  the  so-called  "skeletal  muscle  relax- 
ants”  are  effective  in  the  treatment  of 
discomfort  associated  with  acute,  painful 
musculo-skeletal  conditions. 

This  new  finding  has  significant  im¬ 
pact  on  the  reasoning  underlying  the 
Panel’s  rating  since  it  is  rational  and 
justifiable  to  add  together  two  effective 
ingredients  that  act  through  different 
mechanisms  to  relieve  musculo-skeletal 
pain  and  to  carry  out  studies  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  such  a  combination  is  ef¬ 
fective  as  a  fixed  combination.  It  now 
appears  entirely  possible  that  the  anal¬ 
gesic-skeletal  muscle  relaxant  combina¬ 
tions,  if  investigated  appropriately,  can 
be  demonstrated  to  be  effective  and  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  combina¬ 
tion  drug  policy  (21  CFR  3.86). 

2.  The  studies  of  these  combinations 
completed  to  date  have  shown,  in  some 
cases,  a  trend  In  favor  of  the  combination 
as  compared  with  its  components,  but  in 
no  case  has  the  trend  reached  the  usual 
requirements  for  statistical  significance. 

The  Commissioner  finds  that  the  clini¬ 
cal  investigational  techniques  for  the 
study  of  the  drug  classes  have  been  diffi¬ 
cult  to  develop  and  that,  despite  exten¬ 
sive  efforts,  methods  for  measuring 
relevant  therapeutic  effects  remain  im¬ 
perfect.  In  these  circumstances,  the  fail¬ 
ure  at  this  point  to  observe  statistically 
significant  differences  between  the  com¬ 
binations  and  their  components  should 
not  be  considered  strong  evidence  against 
the  combination. 

It  should  be  emphasized  that  the 
present  upgrading  of  these  combinations 
to  probably  effective  does  not  represent 
any  conclusion  that  they  are  in  fact  In 
compliance  with  §  3.86,  nor  any  commit¬ 
ment  to  promulgation  of  an  effective  rat¬ 
ing  in  the  future  in  the  absence  of  the 
usual  substantial  evidence  of  effective¬ 
ness.  The  present  action  simply  reflects 
the  new  evidence  that  the  so-called 
“skeletal  muscle  relaxants”  are  effective 
and  the  Increased  possibility  that  the 
combinations  can  be  shown  to  be  effec¬ 
tive. 

Accordingly,  the  revised  conclusions 
concerning  Parafon  and  Parafon  Forte 
are  as  described  below. 
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A.  Effectiveness  _  classification.  The 
Pood  and  Drug  Administration  has  con¬ 
sidered  the  Academy’s  report,  as  well  as 
other  available  evidence,  and  concludes 
that  the  combination  chlorzoxazone 
and  acetaminophen  is  less-than-effective 
(probably  effective)  as  described  below. 

B.  Labeling  conditions.  Labeling  re¬ 
vised  pursuant  to  this  notice  should  fur¬ 
nish  adequate  information  for  safe  and 
effective  use  of  the  drug  and  recommend 
use  of  the  drug  for  the  following  less- 
than-effective  (probably  effective)  indi¬ 
cation:  As  an  adjunct  to  rest  and  physi¬ 
cal  therapy  for  the  relief  of  discomfort 
associated  with  acute,  painful  musculo¬ 
skeletal  conditions.  The  mode  of  action 
of  this  drug  has  not  been  clearly  identi¬ 
fied,  but  may  be  related  to  its  sedative 
properties.  Chlorzoxazone  does  not  di¬ 
rectly  relax  tense  skeletal  muscles  in  man. 

C.  Submission  of  data.  Any  data  sub¬ 
mitted  in  response  to  this  notice  must  be 
previously  unsubmitted  and  include  data 
from  adequate  and  well-controlled  clini¬ 
cal  investigations  (identified  for  ready 
review)  and  described  in  21  CFR  314.111 
(a)(5)  and  21  CFR  3.86.  Carefully  con¬ 
ducted  and  documented  clinical  studies 
obtained  under  uncontrolled  or  partially 
controlled  situations  are  not  acceptable 
as  a  sole  basis  for  approval  of  claims  of 
effectiveness,  but  such  studies  may  be 
considered  on  their  merits  for  corrobora¬ 
tive  support  of  efficacy  and  evidence  of 
safety. 

In  addition  to  the  holder  (s)  of  the  new 
drug  application (s)  specifically  named 
above,  this  notice  applies  to  all  persons 
who  manufacture  or  distribute  a  drug 
product,  not  the  subject  of  an  approved 
new  drug  application,  which  is  identical, 
related,  or  similar  to  a  drug  product 
named  above,  as  defined  in  21  CFR  310.6. 
It  is  the  responsibility  of  every  drug 
manufacturer  or  distributor  to  review  this 
notice  to  determine  whether  it  covers 
any  drug  product  he  manufactures  or 
distributes.  Any  person  may  request  an 
opinion  of  the  applicability  of  this  no¬ 
tice  to  a  specific  drug  product  he  manu¬ 
factures  or  distributes  that  may  be  iden¬ 
tical,  related,  or  similar  to  a  drug  product 
named  in  this  notice  by  writing  to  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Bureau 
of  Drugs,  Office  of  Compliance  (HFD- 
300),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20852. 

Communications  forwarded  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  notice  should  be  identified 
with  the  reference  number  DESI  11300, 
directed  to  the  attention  of  the  appro¬ 
priate  office  listed  below,  and  addressed 
to  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852. 

Supplements  (Identify  with  NDA  number) : 
Office  of  Scientific  Evaluation  (HFD-100), 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

Original  new  drug  applications:  Office  of 
Scientific  Evaluation  HFD-100,  Bureau  of 
Drugs. 

Requests  for  the  Academy's  report:  Drug 
Efficacy  Information  Activity  (HFD-8), 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

All  other  communications  regarding  this  an¬ 
nouncement:  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Imple¬ 
mentation  Project  Manager  (HFD-101), 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 


This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502,  505,  52  Stat. 
1050-53,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  352,  355) 
and  under  the  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 
CFR  2.120). 

Dated:  August  7, 1974. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.74-18631  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


{ Docket  No.  FDC-D-532;  NDA  12-281] 

DESI  6363] 

METHOCARBAMOL  WITH  ASPIRIN; 

A.  H.  ROBINS  CO. 

Drug  Efficacy  Study  Implementation;  Fol- 
low-Up  Notice  and  Rescission  of  Por¬ 
tions  of  Notice  of  Opportunity  for  Hear¬ 
ing 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  November 
15, 1972  (37  FR  24206) ,  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  published  a  notice  of 
opportunity  for  hearing  on  his  proposal 
to  withdraw  approval  of  the  NDA  for 
the  following  drug  product.  Another  drug 
product  (Robaxisal-PH  Tablets,  contain¬ 
ing  methocarbamol,  phenacetin,  aspirin, 
hyoscy amine  sulfate  and  phenobarbital)> 
was  also  included,  but  it  is  not  affected 
by  this  notice. 

Robaxisal  Tablets,  containing  metho¬ 
carbamol  and  aspirin;  A.  H.  Robins  Co., 
1407  Cummings  Drive,  Richmond,  VA 
23220  (NDA  12-281). 

The  basis  of  the  proposed  withdrawal 
of  approval  was  the  lack  of  substantial 
evidence  of  effectiveness.  A.  H.  Robins 
Co.,  Inc.,  requested  a  hearing  concerning 
Robaxisal  Tablets,  and  material  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  request  has  been  under  re¬ 
view.  A  hearing  was  not  requested  for 
Robaxisal  PH  Tablets  and  approval  of 
that  NDA  (12-399)  was  withdrawn 
March  5, 1973  (38  FR  5920) . 

Combination  drug  products  containing 
a  so-called  “skeletal  muscle  relaxant” 
and  an  analgesic  were  initially  concluded 
to  be  either  possibly  effective  or  lacking 
substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  National  Academy  of  Sci- 
ences-National  Research  Council,  Drug 
Efficacy  Study  Group  reviews.  The  Com¬ 
missioner  has  determined  that  these 
combinations  should  now  be  regarded 
as  less-than-effective  (probably  effec¬ 
tive)  for  the  following  reasons: 

‘  1.  The  NAS/NRC  had  serious  doubts 
concerning  the  effectiveness  of  the  “skel¬ 
etal  muscle  relaxant”  component  of  such 
combinations,  and  made  it  clear  that 
these  doubts  were  a  major  reason  for 
the  rating  of  the  combinations  as  in¬ 
effective  or  possibly  effective.  Thus,  the 
Panel  on  Neurological  Drugs  stated  for 
one  such  combination  (Robaxisal) : 

The  Panel  has  evaluated  Robaxln  as  “Pos¬ 
sibly  effective”  as  a  peripheral  muscle  relax¬ 
ant,  with  the  statement  that  present  studies 
are  Inconclusive  and  the  suggestion  that 
further  studies  be  conducted.  In  view  of  this, 
the  Panel  feels  It  is  not  justifiable  to  add 
other  ingredients  to  the  muscle  relaxant 
preparations  until  the  major  product  is 
proved  efficacious. 


The  Commissioner  has  concluded  that 
new  evidence  in  the  form  of  adequate 
and  well-controlled  studies  has  demon¬ 
strated  that  the  so-called  “skeletal  mus¬ 
cle  relaxants”  are  effective  in  the  treat¬ 
ment  of  discomfort  associated  with  acute, 
painful  musculo-skeletal  conditions. 

This  new  finding  has  significant  im¬ 
pact  on  the  reasoning  underlying  the 
Panel’s  rating  since  it  is  rational  and 
justifiable  to  add  together  two  effective 
ingredients  that  act  through  different 
mechanisms  to  relieve  musculo-skeletal 
pain  and  to  carry  out  studies  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  such  a  combination  is 
effective  as  a  fixed  combination.  It  now 
appears  entirely  possible  that  the  anal¬ 
gesic-skeletal  muscle  relaxant  combina¬ 
tions,  if  investigated  appropriately,  can 
be  demonstrated  to  be  effective  and  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  combina¬ 
tion  drug  policy  (21  CFR  3.86). 

2.  The  studies  of  these  combinations 
completed  to  date  have  shown,  in  some 
cases,  a  trend  in  favor  of  the  combina¬ 
tion  as  compared  with  its  components, 
but  in  no  case  has  the  trend  reached 
the  usual  requirements  for  statistical 
significance. 

The  Commissioner  finds  that  the  clin¬ 
ical  investigational  techniques  for  the 
study  of  the  drug  class  have  been  difficult 
to  develop  and  that,  despite  extensive  ef¬ 
forts,  methods  for  measuring  relevant 
therapeutic  effects  remain  imperfect.  In 
these  circumstances,  the  failure  at  this 
point  to  observe  statistically  significant 
differences  between  the  combinations 
and  their  components  should  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  strong  evidence  against  the  com¬ 
bination. 

It  should  be  emphasized  that  the  pres¬ 
ent  upgrading  of  these  combinations  to 
probably  effective  does  not  represent  any 
conclusion  that  they  are  in  fact  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  §  3.86,  nor  any  commitment 
to  promulgation  of  an  effective  rating  in 
the  future  in  the  absence  of  the  usual 
substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness.  The 
present  a  :tion  simply  reflects  the  new 
evidence  that  the  so-called  “skeletal 
muscle  relaxants”  are  effective  and  the 
increased  possibility  that  the  combina¬ 
tions  can  be  shown  to  be  effective. 

Accordingly,  insofar  as  it  pertains  to 
Robaxisal  Tablets  (NDA  12-281) ,  the  no¬ 
tice  of  opportunity  for  hearing  published 
November  15,  1972  is  rescinded  and  the 
revised  conclusions  concerning  the  drug 
are  as  described  below. 

A.  Effectiveness  classification.  The 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  con¬ 
sidered  the  Academy’s  report,  as  well  as 
other  available  evidence,  and  concludes 
that  the  combination  methocarbamol  and 
aspirin  is  less-than-effective  (probably 
effective)  as  described  below. 

B.  Labeling  conditions.  Labeling  re¬ 
vised  pursuant  to  this  notice  should 
furnish  adequate  information  for  safe 
and  effective  use  of  the  drug  and  recom¬ 
mend  use  of  the  drug  for  the  following 
less-than-effective  (probably  effective) 
indication:  As  an  adjunct  to  rest  and 
physical  therapy  for  the  relief  of  discom¬ 
fort  associated  with  acute,  painful  mus¬ 
culo-skeletal  conditions.  The  mode  of  ac¬ 
tion  of  this  drug  has  not  been  clearly 
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identified,  but  may  be  related  to  its 
sedative  properties.  Methocarbamol  does 
not  directly  relax  tense  skeletal  muscles 
in  man. 

C.  Submission  of  data.  Any  data  sub¬ 
mitted  in  response  to  this  notice  must 
be  previously  unsubmitted  and  include 
data  from  adequate  and  veil-controlled 
clinical  investigations  (identified  for 
ready  review!  and  described  in  21  CFR 
314.111(a)  (5)  and  21  CFR  3.86.  Carefully 
conducted  and  documented  clinical 
■studies  obtained  under  uncontrolled  or 
partially  controlled  situations  are  not  ac¬ 
ceptable  as  a  sole  basis  for  approval  of 
claims  of  effectiveness,  but  such  studies 
may  be  considered  on  their  merits  for 
corroborative  support  of  efficacy  and  evi¬ 
dence  of  safety. 

In  addition  to  the  holder(s)  of  the 
new  drug  application  (s)  specifically 
named  above,  this  notice  applies  to  all 
persons  who  manufacture  or  distribute 
a  drug  product,  not  the  subject  of  an 
approved  new  drug  application,  which  is 
identical,  related,  or  similar  to  a  drug 
product  named  above,  as  defined  in  21 
CFR  310.6.  It  is  the  responsibility  of 
every  drug  manufacturer  or  distributor 
to  review  this  notice  to  determine 
whether  it  covers  any  drug  product  he 
manufactures  or  distributes.  Any  person 
may  request  an  opinion  of  the  applica¬ 
bility  of  this  notice  to  a  specific  drug 
product  he  manufactures  or  distributes 
that  may  be  identical,  related,  or  similar 
to  a  drug  product  named  in  this  notice 
by  writing  to  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration,  Bureau  of  Drugs,  Office  of 
Compliance  (HFD-300),  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852. 

Communications  forwarded  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  notice  should  be  identified 
with  the  reference  number  DESI  6363, 
directed  to  the  attention  of  the  appro¬ 
priate  office  listed  below,  and  addressed 
to  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852. 
Supplements  (Identify  with  NDA  number) : 
Office  of  Scientific  Evaluation  (HFD-100), 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

Original  new  drug  applications:  Office  of 
Scientific  Evaluation  (HFD-100),  Bureau  of 
Drugs. 

Requests  for  the  Academy’s  report:  Drug 
Efficacy  Information  Activity  (HFD-8), 

.  Bureau  of  Drugs. 

All  other  communications  regarding  this 
announcement:  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Im¬ 
plementation  Project  Manager  (HFD-101), 

Bureau  of  Drugs. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502,  505,  52  Stat. 
1050-53,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  352,  355) 
and  under  the  authority  delegated  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 
CFR  2.120). 

Dated :  August  7, 1974. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance . 

IFB  DOC.74-1MS2  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


Offica  of  the  Secretary 
HUMAN  SUBJECTS 

Submission  of  Certificates  Concerning 
Protection 

On  May  30,  1974,  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  final  reg¬ 
ulations  concerning  protection  of  human 
subjects.  These  regulations  became  ef¬ 
fective  on  July  1,  1974,  and  were  codified 
at  45  CFR  Part  46.  Sections  46.11  and 
46.12  thereof  reserve  to  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  the  right 
to  specify  time  limits  within  which  an 
organization,  submitting  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  a  proposal  for  a  grant  or  contract  in 
support  of  an  activity  involving  human 
subjects,  must  also  subqiit  certification 
of  its  review  and  approval  of  such  ac¬ 
tivity,  as  required  by  Part  46. 

In  the  preamble  to  said  regulations,  it 
was  indicated  that  pursuant  to  §§46.11 
and  46.12  the  Secretary  would  publish  a 
notice  allowing  for  a  30  day  grace  period 
for  submission  of  certifications  during 
the  year  following  the  effective  date  of 
Part  46. 

Since  that  time,  the  National  Research 
Act,  Public  Law  93-348,  has  been  en¬ 
acted.  Section  212  thereof  states  that 
upon  adoption  of  implementing  regula¬ 
tions  by  the  Secretary,  each  applicant 
for  a  grant  or  contract  under  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  for  any  project  or 
program  involving  human  subjects  must 
**•  •  *  submit  in  or  with  its  applica¬ 
tion  •  •  •  assurances  satisfactory  to 
the  Secretary  that  it  has  established  (in 
accordance  with  regulations  which  the 
Secretary  shall  prescribe)  a  board  (to  be 
known  as  an  ‘Institutional  Review 
Board’)  to  review  biomedical  and  be¬ 
havioral  research  involving  human  sub¬ 
jects  conducted  at  or  sponsored  by  such 
entity  in  order  to  protect  the  rights  of  the 
human  subjects  of  such  research.”  In 
view  of  the  passage  of  Public  Law  93-348, 
it  has  been  decided  that  the  grace  period 
referred  to  above  will  extend  only  until 
regulations  are  published  pursuant  to 
section  212. 

Consequently,  in  accordance  with 
§§  46.11  and  46.12,  it  is  hereby  provided 
that,  until  the  effective  date  of  regula¬ 
tions  implementing  section  212,  grantee 
and  contractor  organizations  having  ap¬ 
proved  general  assurances  may  submit 
certification  of  their  review  and  approval 
of  proposals  involving  human  subjects  at 
any  time  within  30  days  following  the 
deadline  for  which  the  proposal  was  sub¬ 
mitted  or,  if  no  deadline  is  specified, 
within  30  days  following  the  submission 
date  of  the  proposal. 

Also,  until  the  effective  date  of  such 
regulations,  organizations  not  having  ap¬ 
proved  general  assurances  must  submit 
a  special  assurance  and  certification  of 
review  and  approval  of  proposals  involv¬ 
ing  human  subjects  within  30  days  of 
the  receipt  of  a  written  request  for  the 


submission  of  such  special  assurance  and 
certification. 

Dated:  August  9, 1974. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18684  Filed  8-13-74,8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
[Docket  No.  D-74-283] 

GENERAL  COUNSEL  AND  DEPUTY 
GENERAL  COUNSEL 

Amendment  to  Delegation  of  Authority 

The  Department  has  transferred  its 
Audit  and  Investigation  functions  from 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administra¬ 
tion  to  the  Office  of  Inspector  General. 
Consistent  with  this  reorganization,  the 
proviso  in  section  A,  paragraph  3,  of  the 
delegation  of  authority  from  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  the  General  Counsel  and  Deputy 
General  Counsel,  published  at  36  FR 
11052,  June  8,  1971,  is  being  updated  to 
reflect  this  change. 

Accordingly,  section  A,  paragraph  3,  of 
that  delegation  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

3.  To  direct  the  referral  of  cases  and  other 
matters  to  the  Attorney  General  for  appro¬ 
priate  legal  action  and  to  transmit  Informa¬ 
tion  and  material  pertaining  to  the  violation 
of  law  or  Department  rules  and  regulations. 
There  are  excepted  from  this  authority,  how¬ 
ever,  those  referrals  and  transmittals  which 
the  Inspector  General  Is  authorized  to  make 
under  the  delegation  of  authority  to  him 
published  concurrently  herewith. 

(Sec.  7(d),  Department  of  HUD  Act  (42 
US.C.  3535(d))) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  as  of  January  29, 1972. 

James  T.  Lynn, 
Secretary  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development. 

[FR  Doc.74-18680  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  D-74-286] 

INSPECTOR  GENERAL  AND  DEPUTY 
INSPECTOR  GENERAL 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Sec.  A.  Authority  delegated.  The  In¬ 
spector  General  and  the  Deputy  In¬ 
spector  General  each  is  authorized  to  ex¬ 
ercise  the  following  power  and  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development: 

1.  To  plan  and  administer  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  comprehensive  internal  and  ex¬ 
ternal  audit  programs  with  authority  to 
inquire  into  all  programs  and  adminis¬ 
trative  activities  of  the  Department  and 
the  related  activities  of  grantees,  bor¬ 
rowers,  contractors  and  other  beneficiar¬ 
ies  of  Departmental  financial  assistance. 
(Section  113(a)(3)  of  the  Budget  and 
Accounting  Procedures  Act  of  1950,  31 
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U.S.C.  66a;  sections  814  and  816  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1954,  42  U.S.C.  1434— 
1435.) 

2.  To  develop  and  administer  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  independent  review  of  the  Integ¬ 
rity  of  Department  programs  and  activi¬ 
ties  including  the  detection  and  investi¬ 
gation  of  indicated  or  alleged  violations 
of  Federal  Criminal  or  Civil  Statutes  or 
HUD  regulations  by  HUD  employees  and 
program  participants. 

3.  To  conduct  investigations  as  neces¬ 
sary  to  establish  prima  facie  criminal 
cases  and  to  refer  such  cases  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice  for  criminal  prosecu¬ 
tion  and/or  civil  fraud  prosecution. 

4.  To  conduct  investigations  and  make 
related  inquiries  to  enable  the  Depart¬ 
ment  to  impose  administrative  remedies 
in  connection  with  violations  described  in 
1,  2  and  3  above. 

5.  To  direct  referral  to  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  of  cases  or  matters  that 
involve  a  violation  or  possible  violation 
of  the  Hatch  Act  (5  U.S.C.  7321-7327), 
and  to  transmit  to  the  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mission  information  and  material  per¬ 
taining  to  violations  or  alleged  viola¬ 
tions. 

6.  To  direct  referral  to  the  United 
States  Secret  Service,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  of  cases  or  matters  that  involve 
the  alleged  forgery  of  United  States 
Treasury  checks  or  alleged  irregularities 
with  regard  to  imprest  funds;  and  to 
transmit  to  the  United  States  Secret 
Service  Information  and  material  per¬ 
taining  to  the  alleged  forgeries  or  irregu¬ 
larities. 

7.  To  receive  directly  from; 

a.  The  Department  of  Justice,  any  re¬ 
ports  concerning  action  taken  on  mat¬ 
ters  referred  by  HUD  in  accordance  with 
preceding  paragraph  3. 

b.  The  Civil  Service  Commission,  any 
reports  concerning  action  on  matters 
referred  by  HUD  in  accordance  with  pre¬ 
ceding  paragraph  5. 

c.  The  United  States  Secret  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury,  any  reports 
concerning  action  taken  on  matters  re¬ 
ferred  by  HUD  in  accordance  with  pre¬ 
ceding  paragraph  6. 

8.  To  receive  directly  from  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation; 

a.  Information  requested  by  HUD  with 
respect  to  a  person  who  is  presently,  or 
is  prospectively  to  be,  employed  or  re¬ 
tained  in  an  advisory  capacity. 

b.  Information  with  respect  to  the  ar¬ 
rest  of  an  employee. 

c.  Reports  of  investigation. 

d.  Information  and  materials  relating 
to  any  other  investigative  or  audit  mat¬ 
ters  not  specified  in  this  paragraph,  in 
following  paragraph  9,  or  in  section  B. 

9.  To  maintain  direct  exchange  of  in¬ 
formation  and  materials  with  the  Organ¬ 
ized  Crime  and  Racketeering  Section. 
Criminal  Division,  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice. 

10.  To  develop  and  direct  the  Depart¬ 
mental  Personnel  Security  Program  un¬ 
der  the  requirements  of  Executive  Order 
10450,  entitled  “Security  Requirements 
for  Government  Employment." 

11.  To  develop  and  publish  minimum 
standards,  procedures,  specifications. 


and  implementing  instructions  for  the 
administration  in  the  Department  of  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11652,  entitled  “Classifica¬ 
tion  and  Declassification  of  National 
Security  Information  and  Material." 

Sec.  B.  Authority  excepted.  Notwith¬ 
standing  any  delegation  of  authority  in 
section  A,  neither  the  Inspector  General 
nor  the  Deputy  Inspector  General  is  au¬ 
thorized  to; 

1.  Refer  directly  any  case  or  matter 
or  to  transmit  information  or  material 
to  the  Department  of  Justice  with  respect 
to  violations  or  possible  violations  of  the 
Civil  Rights  Act  of  1968  (42  U.S.C.  3601). 

2.  Exercise  the  power  in  Executive  Or¬ 
der  10450  to: 

a.  Waive  the  requirement  for  comple¬ 
tion  of  full  investigations  prior  to  as¬ 
sumption  by  applicants  or  employees  of 
critical-sensitive  positions. 

b.  Suspend  with  or  without  pay,  or 
reassign  or  detail  temporarily  to  a  non¬ 
sensitive  position,  and  then  remove,  any 
employee  from  a  sensitive  position.  (5 
U.S.C.  7532) 

c.  Reinstate  or  restore  individuals  sus¬ 
pended  or  removed  for  national  security. 
(5  U.S.C.  3571) 

Sec.  C.  Authority  to  redelegate.  The 
Inspector  General  is  authorized  to  re¬ 
delegate  to  employees  of  the  Department 
any  of  the  power  and  authority  delegated 
under  section  A  of  this  document. 

Sec.  D.  Supersedure.  This  delegation 
supersedes  delegation  to  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Administration  published  at 
36  FR  11052,  June  8,  1971. 

(Sec.  7(d),  Department  of  HUD  Act,  (42 
UJ3.C.  3535(d))) 

Effective  date.  This  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  shall  be  effective  as  of  January  29, 
1972. 

James  T.  Lynn, 
Secretary  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development. 

[FR  Doc.74-18681  Filed  8-13-74;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

AIRPORTS  DISTRICT  OFFICE  AT 
FORT  WORTH,  TEXAS 

Notice  of  Change  of  Address 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  July  15, 
1974,  the  address  of  the  Airports  District 
Office  at  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  was  changed 
to  4400  Blue  Mound  Road,  Fort  Worth, 
Texas  (Mailing  Address:  P.O.  Box  1689, 
Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101). 

(Sec.  313  (a) ,  72  Stat.  762;  (49  U.S.C.  1354) .) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas  on  Au¬ 
gust  7, 1974. 

John  Dttfticy, 
Acting  Director, 
Southwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-18598  Filed  8-13-T4;8:46  am] 


ENGINEERING  AND  MANUFACTURING 
DISTRICT  OFFICE  AT  FORT  WORTH, 
TEXAS 

Notice  of  Move 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  July  1, 
1974,  the  Engineering  and  Manufactur¬ 


ing  District  Office  at  Greater  Southwest 
Airport,  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  was  moved 
to  Meacham  Field,  Fort  Worth,  Texas. 
There  is  no  change  in  the  district  office 
boundaries  and  service  to  the  aviation 
public  remains  the  same.  This  move  does 
not  constitute  a  change  to  the  FAA  Or¬ 
ganization  Statement. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas  on  August 
7, 1974. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 

(FR  Doc.74-18600  Filed  8-13-74; 8:45  am] 


GENERAL  AVIATION  AND  AIR  CARRIER 
DISTRICT  OFFICES  AT  NASHVILLE, 
TENNESSEE 

Notice  of  Consolidation 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  August 
1,  1974,  the  General  Aviation  and  Air 
Carrier  District  Offices  at  Nashville, 
Tennessee  were  consolidated  and  re¬ 
designated  as  the  Nashville  Flight  Stand¬ 
ards  District  Office  No.  62.  Services  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  programs  with  which  the  pub¬ 
lic  is  concerned,  formerly  provided  by 
these  offices,  will  continue  to  be  rendered 
by  the  Flight  Standards  District  Office  at 
Nashville,  Tennessee  without  interrup¬ 
tion.  Communications  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  as  follows: 

Chief,  Flight  Standards  District  Office 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Department  of  Transportation 
Room  303,  Doyle  Terminal,  Metropolitan  Air¬ 
port 

Nashville,  Tennessee  37217 

(Sec.  313(a) ,  72  Stat.  752  (49  UJ5.C.  1354) ) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia  on 
August  7, 1974. 

Duane  W.  Freer, 

Acting  Director, 
Southern  Region. 
[FR  Doc.74-18599  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 
[Docket  No.  EX73-4;  Notice  3] 

CUSHMAN  MOTORS 

Petition  for  Temporary  Exemption  From 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 

Cushman  Motors  of  Lincoln,  Nebraska, 
a  division  of  Outboard  Marine  Corpora¬ 
tion,  has  applied  for  an  extension  of  the 
temporary  exemption  previously  granted 
Its  Haulster  model  from  compliance  with 
year  exemption,  it  was  granted  on  of 
the  stopping  distance  requirements  of 
Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 
No.  122,  Motorcycle  Brake  Systems. 

Notice  of  Cushman’s  petition  for  ex¬ 
emption  on  grounds  of  substantial  eco¬ 
nomic  hardship  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  5,  1973  (38 
FR  14785) ,  as  well  as  the  granting  of  the 
petition  on  November  29,  1973  (38  FR 
32963) .  Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
refer  to  those  notices  for  further  infor¬ 
mation  on  hardship  and  other  factors. 
Although  Cushman  had  requested  a  3- 
year  exemption,  it  was  granted  one  of 
only  8  months  duration,  from  January  1, 
1974,  to  September  1, 1974.  This  decision 
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did  not  mean  that  Cushman  had  failed 
to  substantiate  its  need  for  a  3-year  ex¬ 
emption.  Instead,  under  rulemaking  then 
in  effect,  the  Ha  ulster  would  have  ceased 
to  be  classified  as  a  “motorcycle”  on 
September  1,  1974,  and  thus  would  not 
require  a  longer  exemption  from  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  122.  However,  the  definition  of 
motorcycle  was  revoked  (39  FR  15039), 
and  another  proposed  (39  FR  15046) 
that  would  not  become  effective  until 
March  1,  1975.  Therefore  Cushman  re¬ 
quests  an  extension  of  its  exemption 
until  March  1,  1975,  at  a  minimum  or 
until  such  time  as  its  vehicle  is  no  longer 
classified  as  a  motorcycle,  but  in  any 
event  not  later  than  January  1, 1977. 

In  accordance  with  49  CFR  Part  555  as 
amended,  Cushman  has  submitted  pro¬ 
duction  figures  for  the  last  12  months 
(1,891  on-road  vehicles),  financial  data 
for  its  latest  fiscal  year,  a  statement  of 
the  impact  upon  corporate  finances  of  a 
denial,  and  its  views  why  the  granting  of 
the  petition  would  be  consistent  with  the 
public  interest  and  the  objectives  of  the 
National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Act. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  for  a 
temporary  exemption  is  published  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  NHTSA  regulations  on 
this  subject  (49  CFR  555.7) ,  and  does  not 
represent  any  agency  decision  or  other 
exercise  of  judgment  concerning  the 
merits  of  the  petition. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  petition  of  Cush¬ 
man  Motors  described  above.  Comments 
should  refer  to  the  docket  number  and 
be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section,  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Adminis¬ 
tration,  room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  but  not  required  that  five  copies 
be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered.  The 
application  and  supporting  materials, 
and  all  comments  received,  are  available 
for  examination  in  the  docket  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  closing  date.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  the  closing  date  will 
also  be  filed,  and  will  be  considered  to  the 
extent  possible  of  actiop  upon  the  peti¬ 
tion.  Notice  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  pursuant  to  the  authority 
indicated  below. 

Comment  closing  date:  September  13, 
1974. 

Proposed  effective  date:  Date  of  issu¬ 
ance  of  exemption. 

(Sec.  3,  Pub.  L.  92-648,  86  Stat.  1159  (16 
UB.C.  1410);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.51  and  501.8.) 

Issued  on  August  8, 1974. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

IFR  Doc.74-18648  Filed  8-13-74;8:46  am) 


PRIME  GLAZING  MATERIAL 
MANUFACTURERS 

Assignment  of  Code  Numbers 

■  This  notice  revises  the  list  published 
December  7,  1973  (38  FR  33787),  of  code 
numbers  assigned  by  NHTSA  to  prime 
glazing  material  manufacturers. 

Prime  glazing  material  manufacturers 
are  required  to  certify  glazing  material 
'as  conforming  to  Federal  Motor  Vehicle 
'Safety  Standard  No.  205  (49  CFR 

571.105)  by  affixing  the  symbol  DOT  to 
the  material,  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  S6.2  of  Standard  No.  205,  followed 
t»y  a  code  number  assigned  by  NHTSA. 
Code  numbers  are  assigned  to  prime 
glazing  material  manufacturers  on  their 
written  request  to  the  Associate  Admin¬ 
istrator,  Motor  Vehicle  Programs, 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admin¬ 
istration,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

(Secs.  103,  112,  114,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80 
Stat.  718  (15  U.S.C.  1392,  1401,  1403,  1407) 
delegations  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.51  and 
49  CFR  501.8) 

Issued  on  August  9, 1974. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 

Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

Code  Numbers  Assigned  to  Prime  Glazing 
Material  Manufacturers 

1.  Not  Assigned 

2.  Not  Assigned 

3.  Not  Assigned 

4.  Not  Assigned 

5.  Not  Assigned 

6.  Not  Assigned 

7.  Not  Assigned 

8.  Not  Assigned 

9.  Not  Assigned 

10.  Not  Assigned 

11.  Not  Assigned 

12.  Not  Assigned 

13.  Not  Assigned 

14.  Chromaloy-Safetee  Glass  Division,  King 

of  Prussia,  Pennsylvania 

15.  Llbbey-Owens-Ford  Co.,  Toledo,  Ohio 

16.  Hayes-Alblon  Corp.,  Jackson,  Michigan 

17.  Triplex  Safety  Glass  Co.,  Ltd.,  London, 
England 

18.  P.  P.  G.  Industries,  Pittsburgh,  Penn¬ 
sylvania 

19.  Duplate  Canada,  Ltd.,  Toronto,  Ontario, 
Canada 

20.  Asahi  Glass  Co.,  Ltd.,  Tokyo,  Japan 

21.  Chrysler  Corp.,  Detroit,  Michigan 

22.  Guardian  Industries  Corp.,  Detroit, 
Michigan 

23.  Nippon  Sheet  Glass  Co.,  Ltd.,  Osaka, 
Japan 

24.  Spllntex  Beige  S.A.,  Gilly,  Belgium 

25.  Flachglas  AG  Delog  Detag,  Furth/ 
Bayern,  West  Germany 

26.  Corning  Glass  Works,  Coming,  New 
York 

27.  Vereinlgte  Glaswerke,  Herzogenrath, 
West  Germany 

28.  Splegelglaswerke  Germania,  Porz,  West 
Germany 

29.  Withdrawn 

30.  Sudglas  Klumpp  &  Arretz  GmbH, 
Bietlgheim/Wurtz,  West  Germany 

31.  Glas-und  Splegelmanufaktur  N.  Klnon 
GmbH,  Aachen,  West  Germany 

32.  Glacerles  Reuni es,  S.A.,  Belgium 

33.  Laminated  Glass  Corp.,  Detroit,  Michi¬ 
gan 

34.  Withdrawn 


35.  Hordis  Brothers,  Inc.,  Pennsauken, 

New  Jersey 

36.  Socleta  Italiana  Vetro,  S.  p.  A.,  San 
Salvo  (Chleti),  Italy 

37.  Fabbrica  Plsana  DISpecchl  E  Lastre 
Colate,  Milan,  Italy 

38.  N  V  Glasfabrlek  “SAS  VAN  GENT,”  Sas 
van  Gent,  Netherlands 

39.  Compagnle  De  Saint-Gobaln,  Neuilly, 
France 

40.  Dearborn  Glass  Co.,  Bedford  Park 
(Argo P.O.),  Illinois 

41.  Scanex  Sakerhetsglas  Aktlebolag,  Land- 
skrona,  Sweden 

42.  Societe  Industrielle  TRIPLEX,  Long- 
jumeau,  France 

43.  Boussois-Souchon-Neuvesel,  Paris, 
France 

44.  Central  Glass  Co.,  Ltd.,  Tokyo,  Japan 

45.  Spllntex,  Ltd.,  London,  England 

46.  Cristales  Inastlllables  de  Mexico,  S.A., 
Xalostoc  Edo.  de  Mexico 

47.  Nordlamex  Safety  Glass  OY,  Helsinki, 
Finland 

48.  Rohm  and  Haas  Co.,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 

49.  Lamlno  OY,  Tampere,  Finland 

60.  Armourplate  Safety  Glass  Ltd.,  Port 
Elizabeth,  South  Africa 

61.  Vetreria  di  Vemante,  S.  p.  A.,  Cuneo, 
Italy 

62.  Shatterproof  Glass  Corp.,  Detroit, 
Michigan 

53.  Hsinchu  Glass  Works,  Inc.,  Taipal, 
Taiwan,  Republic  of  China 

54.  Sunex  Sakerhetsglas  AB,  Lysekil, 
Sweden 

55.  Globe  Glass  Mfg.  Co.,  Elk  Grove  Village, 
Illinois 

66.  Armour  Glass  Co.,  Santa  Fe  Springs, 
California 

57.  Aktlebolaget  Trempex,  Eslov,  Sweden 

58.  Shatterproof  de  Mexico,  S.A.,  Col.  In¬ 
dustrial  Vallejo,  Mexico  15,  DJ. 

69.  Industrlas  Venezolanas  Automotrices 
CA.,  Caracas,  Venezuela 

60.  Muotolasl  OY,  Rauma,  Finland 

61.  Taylor  Products  Inc.,  Payne,  Ohio 

62.  Cal  Tuf  Glass  Corp.,  Alhambra,  Cali¬ 
fornia 

63.  Union  Carbide  Corporation,  Ottawa. 
Illinois 

64.  Tyneside  Safety  Glass  Co.,  Ltd.,  Gates¬ 
head -on-Tyne,  England 

65.  Royal  Industries,  Wichita,  Kansas 

66.  Swedlow,  Inc.,  Garden  Grove,  California 

67.  Sierracin  Corporation,  Sylmar,  Cali¬ 
fornia 

68.  Vetrobel,  S.  p.  A.,  Torino,  Italy 

69.  Fujiwara  Kogyo  Co.,  Ltd.,  Osaka,  Japan 

70.  AUTOLASI.  Lappl  TL„  Finland 

71.  P.  M.  Tabor  Co.,  Inc.,  Costa  Mesa,  Cali¬ 
fornia 

72.  Mitsubishi  Rayon  Co.,  Ltd.,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  California 

73.  V.  E.  Llpponen  OY,  Oulu,  Finland 

74.  Beclawat  (Canada)  Ltd.,  Polnte  Claire, 
Quebec,  Canada 

75.  Ford  Motor  Company,  Dearborn,  Mich¬ 
igan 

76.  The  Tudor  Safety  Glass  Co.,  Ltd.,  Shep- 
pey,  Kent,  England 

77.  Dongsung  Glass  Co.,  Ltd.  of  Korea, 
Seoul,  Korea 

78.  American  Cyanamid  Co.,  Sanford, 
Maine 

79.  Triclover  Safety  Glass  Ltd.,  Waterford, 
Ireland 

80.  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co.,  Inc., 
Wilmington,  Delaware 

81.  Tamglass  OY,  Tampere,  Finland 

82.  Donnelly  Mirrors,  Inc.,  Holland,  Mich¬ 
igan 

83.  Vldrlerlas  De  Llodio,  S.A.,  Llodlo, 
Spain 

84.  Lahtis  Glasbruk,  Borup  &  Co.,  Lahti, 
Finland 
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B5.  K.S.H.  Incorporated,  Bt.  Louis,  Missouri 
Kingsport,  Tennessee 

87.  Glarei-bel  sa. — Brussels,  Belgium 

88.  Withdrawn 

89.  Goodyear  Tire  &  Rubber  Company, 

Akron,  Ohio 

90.  Sollver,  Belligbeldsglas,  Groenenherder- 
straat  18,  Belgium 

91.  Sietex  Safety  Glass  AB,  Uppsala, 
Sweden 

92.  Toughened  Glass  Ltd.,  Liverpool  L36 
6BL,  England 

93.  Day  Specialties  Company  Limited,  Mid¬ 
land,  Ontario,  Canada 

94.  General  Electric  Company,  Pittsfield, 
Massachusetts 

95  Glaverbel  Glass  Manitoba  Ltd.,  Winni¬ 
peg,  Manitoba,  Canada 

96.  Taiwan  Glass  Corporation,  Lake  Os¬ 
wego,  Oregon 

97.  AB  Emmaboda  Glasverk.  Sweden 

98.  Plaskollte  Inc.,  Columbus,  Ohio 

99.  Ohio  Plate  Glass  Company,  Paul  Man¬ 
ufacturing,  Lewisburg,  Ohio 

100.  Mills  Appliance  Products,  Ltd„  Bra- 
malea,  Ontario,  Canada 

101.  Polvcast  Technology  Corporation, 
Stamford,  Connecticut 

102.  Glass  Develop  AB,  LUND,  Sweden 

103.  Artistic  Glass  Products  Co.,  Quaker- 
town,  Pennsylvania 

104  Sheffield  Poly-Glaz,  Inc.,  Sheffield. 
Massachusetts 

105.  ASG  Industries  Inc.,  Kingsport,  Ten¬ 
nessee 

106.  Bakellte  Xylonite  Inc.,  Brantham, 
Manningtree,  Essex,  England 

107.  N.  V.  Hardmaas,  Panovenweg  20,  Hol¬ 
land 

108.  Tenneco  Chemical  Inc.,  Newton  Upper 
Palls,  Massachusetts 

109.  S.  A.  Glaceries  de  Saint  Roch,  Auvelals, 
Belgium 

110.  Winder  Industries  Inc.,  Dallas.  Texas 

111.  Gebr.  Happich  GmbH.,  Wuppertal, 
West  Germany 

112.  Roehm  GmbH.,  Darmstadt,  West  Ger¬ 
many 

113.  Southern  Plastics  Co.,  Columbia, 
South  Carolina 

114.  Paulding  Glass  Products,  Inc.,  Pauld¬ 
ing,  Ohio 

115.  Hamilton  of  Indiana  Inc.,  Vincennes, 
Indiana 

116.  Surelite  Inc.,  Conway,  Arkansas 

117.  Autoglass  Peruana  S.  A.,  Lima,  Peru 

118.  Toho  Kasei  Co.  Ltd.,  Yokohama,  Ka- 
nagawa,  Japan 

119.  Sumitomo  Chemical  Co.  Ltd.,  Hlgashi- 
Ku,  Osaka,  Japan 

120.  Vidrios  Securit  S.A.,  Barranqullla,  Co¬ 
lumbia 

121.  Cadillac  Plastic  &  Chemical  Co.,  De¬ 
troit,  Michigan 

122.  Shatterpruff  Safety  Glass  Ltd.,  Port 
Elizabeth,  South  Africa 

123.  B  &  S  Plastics  Inc.,  Jacksonville,  Flor¬ 
ida 

124.  XCEL  Corporation,  Newark,  New  Jer¬ 
sey  _ 

125.  Sun  Valley  Tempered  Glass  Co.,  Ox¬ 
nard,  California 

126.  J.  W.  Carroll  &  Sons,  Wilmington,  Cal¬ 
ifornia 

127.  Garibaldi  Temper  Glass  Ltd.,  North 
Vancouver,  British  Columbia,  Canada 

128.  Industrija  Stakla  Pancevo,  Pancevo, 
Yugoslavia 

129.  Viracon,  Inc.,  Owatonna,  Minnesota 

130.  Vldrio  Plano  De  Mexico  S.A.,  Mexico 
14,  D.P.,  Mexico 

131.  Acryltech  Inc.,  St.  Paul,  Minnesota 

132.  Pourco  Glass  Co.,  Port  Smith,  Arkansas 

133.  M.  L.  Burke  Company,  Cornwells 
Heights,  Pennsylvania 

134.  Triplex  Ireland  Ltd.,  Templemore  Co., 
Tipperary,  Ireland 

135.  Breaksafe  Company,  Chicago,  Illinois 

136.  Brunswick  Glass  Ltd.,  Moncton,  N.B., 


Canada 

137.  Yokohama  Kogaku  Mage  Garasu  Co., 
Ltd.,  Yokohama  City,  Japan 

138.  W.  R.  Grace  and  Co.,  Los  Angeles, 
California 

139.  ICI  Plastics  Ltd.,  Welwyn  Garden  City, 
Herts,  A  L7  1HD,  England 

140.  Thomas  Bennet,  Ltd.,  Leeds,  England 

141.  Iahizuka  Safety  Glass  Company,  Ltd., 
Tokyo,  Japan 

142.  CY-PAB  Manufacturing  &  Engr.  Cor¬ 
poration,  Detroit,  Michigan 

143.  Galaxy  Glass  Ltd.,  Winnipeg,  Mani¬ 
toba,  Canada 

144.  Rowland,  Inc.,  Kensington,  Connecti¬ 
cut 

145.  Lustro  Plastics  Co.,  Valencia,  Cali¬ 
fornia 
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ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-31 

CONSOLIDATED  EDISON  CO.  OF 

NEW  YORK,  INC. 

Determination  Regarding  Request  for 
Variance  from  Interim  Acceptance  Criteria 

By  letter  dated  January  31,  1974,  the 
Consolidated  Edison  Company  of  New 
York,  Inc.  (licensee)  requested  a  vari¬ 
ance  for  Indian  Point,  Unit  1  from  the 
requirements  for  achieving  compliance 
by  July  1,  1974  with  the  Commission’s 
Interim  Acceptance  Criteria  (IAC)  for 
Emergency  Core  Cooling  Systems 
(ECCS)  for  Light- Water  Power  Re¬ 
actors  set  forth  in  the  Commission's 
Interim  Policy  Statement  (36  FR  12247, 
June  29,  1971).  The  variance  requested 
was  for  an  extension  of  time  until 
March  1,  1975  to  achieve  compliance 
with  the  IAC  or  to  terminate  operation 
of  Unit  1. 

On  May  31, 1974,  the  Director  of  Regu¬ 
lation  published  (39  FR  19257)  a  Notice 
of  the  Receipt  of  the  licensee’s  request 
for  a  variance.  This  Notice  advised  that 
the  Director  of  Regulation  was  consider¬ 
ing  granting  a  variance  from  the  IAC 
and  invited  the  submission  of  views  and 
comments  by  any  interested  persons.  No 
comments  were  received.  On  June  28, 
1974,  the  Director  of  Regulation  pub¬ 
lished  a  determination  (39  FR  24942) 
extending  the  July  1, 1974,  date  for  com¬ 
pliance  with  IAC  to  August  5,  1974.  The 
purpose  of  this  extension  of  time  was  to 
permit  the  Regulatory  staff  to  consider 
at  the  same  time  all  requests  submitted 
by  other  licensees  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  IAC  and  10  CFR  50.46  for 
variances  or  extensions  of  time  from  the 
provisions  of  the  IAC  or  10  CFR  50.46  in 
order  to  assure  uniform  and  consistent 
treatment  of  all  requests.  The  interim 
determination  stated  that  a  final  deter¬ 
mination  would  be  made  by  August  5, 
1974,  as  to  whether  a  further  variance 
would  be  granted. 

The  licensee  was  notified  by  letter 
dated  July  22,  1971,  that  an  Emergency 
Core  Cooling  System  (ECCS)  for  Unit  1 
must  be  provided  by  July  1, 1974,  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  IAC.  By  letter  dated 
September  27,  1971,  the  licensee  stated 
its  intention  to  comply  with  the  IAC  by 
July  1,  1974.  Subsequently  Unit  1  ex¬ 
perienced  considerable  operating  diffi¬ 
culties  with  valves,  control  rod  drives, 


and  steam  generators.  On  December  29, 
1972,  the  licensee  shut  down  the  plant 
for  refueling  and  maintenance.  The  li¬ 
censee  indicated  that  following  comple¬ 
tion  of  these  activities  it  intended  to 
operate  the  plant  for  at  least  12  addi¬ 
tional  months  for  the  purpose  of  evalu¬ 
ating  the  reliability  and  availability  of 
Unit  1  and  then  to  shut  down  the  Unit  1 
on  July  1,  1974,  to  either  install  the  re¬ 
quired  ECCS  or  to  decommission  Unit  1, 
depending  on  its  proven  availability  in 
the  preceding  period. 

The  repairs  to  the  Unit  1  steam  gen¬ 
erators  and  rod  drives  took  longer  than 
anticipated,  however,  and  the  shutdown 
extended  from  December  29,  1972,  to 
January  19,  1974.  On  January  31,  1974, 
the  licensee  requested  an  extension  of 
the  time  for  compliance  with  the  IAC 
to  permit  completion  of  their  12-month 
plant  availability  test  run.  On  July  12, 
1974,  representatives  of  the  licensee  met 
with  members  of  the  Regulatory  staff 
to  discuss  their  request  of  January  31, 
1974,  for  a  variance  from  the  IAC.  As 
a  result  of  this  meeting,  the  licensee  has 
provided,  by  a  letter  dated  July  31,  1974, 
additional  information  in  support  of 
this  request. 

In  assessing  the  request  for  variance 
from  the  requirements  of  the  IAC,  the 
staff  has  reevaluated  various  design  and 
operating  features  of  the  plant.  The 
staff  considered : 

1.  The  capability  of  the  primary 
coolant  water  make-up  system  to  pre¬ 
vent  core  damage  during  a  postulated 
loss  of  coolant  accident  (LOCA) . 

2.  The  availability  of  emergency 
onsite  power  during  a  postulated  acci¬ 
dent  when  offsite  power  is  not  available. 

3.  The  integrity  of  the  steam  gen¬ 
erator  tubes  when  subjected  to  the 
differential  pressure  which  would  result 
during  a  postulated  rupture  of  a  main 
steamline. 

The  major  area  of  staff  consideration 
was  the  lack  of  emergency  core  cooling 
for  coping  with  sudden  major  breaks 
in  the  primary  coolant  system.  In  the 
event  of  a  postulated  LOCA.  the  pri¬ 
mary  coolant  water  make-up  system 
would  provide  the  coolant  for  the  core. 
This  system  consists  of  three  high- 
pressure  injection  pumps,  each  of  200 
gpm  capacity,  which  inject  water  into 
the  primary  system  upon  manual  actua¬ 
tion  from  the  control  room.  Two  pumps 
could  supply  sufficient  water  to  main¬ 
tain  the  reactor  pressure  vessel  water 
level  above  the  core  if  the  postulated 
break  does  not  exceed  the  equivalent  of 
a  2  inch  line  below  or  a  4  inch  line  above 
the  core  level.  The  licensee  stated  at 
the  July  12,  1974,  meeting  with  the 
Regulatory  staff  that  two  pumps  pro¬ 
vide  400  gpm  assured  capability  for 
makeup  by  operator  action  if  the  pri¬ 
mary  coolant  system  level  drops  below  a 
set  point.  Under  these  conditions,  only  a 
rupture  greater  than  the  equivalent  of  a 
4  inch  line  above  or  a  2  inch  line  below 
the  core  could  result  in  inadequate  core 
cooling.  The  only  primary  coolant  lines 
below  the  level  of  the  core,  however,  are 
the  24  inch  coolant  inlet  lines. 
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Unit  1  has  loop  isolation  valves  (one 
in  each  hot  and  each  cold  leg)  that  can 
be  remotely  closed  to  prevent  a  small  pri¬ 
mary  system  leak  from  developing  into  a 
more  serious  break,  except  for  a  leak  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  short  section  of  piping 
between  the  loop  isolation  valves  and  the 
reactor  pressure  vessel.  Due  to  the  short 
length  of  piping  in  this  category  and  the 
fact  that  the  primary  coolant  system  in 
this  and  other  locations  was  designed  and 
constructed  in  accordance  with  the 
ASME  Boiler  and  Pressure  Vessel  Code 
and  ASA  Code  for  pressure  piping 
(April  21, 1972,  submittal  from  licensee), 
the  probability  of  a  system  leak  in  these 
locations  is  considered  to  be  very  small. 

Since  publication  of  the  IAC,  the  li¬ 
censee  has  taken  additional  steps  to  de¬ 
crease  the  probability  of  occurrence  of  a 
sudden  major  LOCA.  The  licensee  has  es¬ 
tablished  an  augmented  inservice  in¬ 
spection  program  for  those  portions 
of  the  primary  coolant  system  having 
a  diameter  of  4  inches  or  greater.  The 
inspection  frequency  is  triple  that  re¬ 
quired  in  Section  XI,  ASME  Boiler  and 
Pressure  Vessel  Code  (ASME  BPVC), 
the  augmented  program  meets  all  other 
necessary  requirements  with  respect 
to  the  ASME  BPVC  Code.  The  augmented 
inservice  inspection  program  was  begun 
during  19”3  when  the  reactor  was  shut¬ 
down  for  maintenance.  Dye  penetrant, 
ultrasonic  and  visual  examinations  of 
welds,  bolts,  and  primary  system  com¬ 
ponents  have  been  conducted.  These  in¬ 
spections  indicated  that  the  primary 
coolant  system  was  in  a  satisfactory 
condition. 

Primary  coolant  system  leak  detec¬ 
tion  equipment  has  also  been  installed 
that  detects  leaks  by  measurements  of 
radioactivity,  humidity,  and  water  in¬ 
ventory  balance.  Leakage  limits  have 
been  established  in  the  Technical  Speci¬ 
fications  for  identified  and  unidentified 
leakage.  When  excessive  unidentified 
leakage  is  detected,  procedures  for  re¬ 
medial  action  are  required  by  Technical 
Specifications.  Moreover,  in  Attachment 
B  to  its  July  31,  1974,  letter,  the  licensee 
has  committed  to  increased  surveillance 
of  the  primary  coolant  leakage : 

Plant  operating  personnel  will  enter  the 
Unit  No.  1  containment  on  a  monthly  basis 
for  the  purpose  of  performing  a  visual  In¬ 
spection  for  leakage  from  the  primary  coolant 
and  related  systems.  As  part  of  the  Technical 
Specification  required  investigation  to  de¬ 
termine  the  location  of  leakage  from  the 
primary  coolant  system,  plant  operating  per¬ 
sonnel  will  enter  the  Unit  No.  1  containment, 
if  required  to  Identify  the  source  of  primary 
coolant  system  leakage  detected  by  the. 
plant’s  leak  detection  equipment. 

With  regard  to  the  commitment  to  in¬ 
vestigate  to  determine  the  location  of 
possible  leakage  from  the  primary  cool¬ 
ant  system,  the  licensee  will  require 
plant  operating  personnel  to  initiate  a 
prompt  investigation  to  determine  the 
extent  and  location  of  such  leakage  by 
entering  containment  whenever  there  is 
an  increase  in  the  measured  ambient  air¬ 
borne  radioactivity  inside  the  contain¬ 
ment  equivalent  to  a  0.5  gpm  primary  sys¬ 
tem  leak.  This  commitment  for  added 


surveillance  of  leakage,  as  an  Indica¬ 
tion  of  incipient  failure  of  the  primary 
system,  enhances  plant  safety. 

The  licensee  has  also  taken  steps  to 
improve  the  availability  of  plant  emer¬ 
gency  power.  Emergency  power  is  nor¬ 
mally  supplied  by  offsite  power  for  Unit 
1.  Available  to  Unit  1,  however,  are  three 
gas-turbine  generators  capable  of  pro¬ 
viding  onsite  power  in  the  event  of  loss 
of  onsite  power,  but  the  licensee  has 
stated  that  about  10  minutes  would  be 
required  from  the  time  of  startup  of  this 
equipment  to  the  delivery  of  power.  This 
time  is  in  excess  of  that  required  to  pre¬ 
clude  core  damage  under  most  of  the 
postulated  LOCA  conditions.  Therefore, 
the  licensee  has  committed  (Attachment 
B  to  the  licensee’s  letter  dated  July  31, 
1974)  to  maintaining  one  of  the  gas-tur¬ 
bine  generators  on-line  dining  plant  op¬ 
eration  and  one  of  the  remaining  two 
gas-turbine  generators  in  a  standby 
status. 

The  Regulatory  staff  also  reviewed  the 
potential  for  rupture  of  steam  generator 
tubes  and  the  subsequent  release  of  pri¬ 
mary  coolant  into  the  secondary  coolant 
system  during  continued  plant  opera¬ 
tion.  The  steam  generator  tubes  were 
subjected  to  eddy  current  tests  during 
the  most  recent  plant  outage.  All  tubes 
for  which  these  tests  indicated  more  than 
25  percent  loss  in  tube  thickness  were 
plugged.  Based  on  tests  and  evaluation, 
the  licensee  stated  that  it  was  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  tube  degradation  was  due 
to  mechanical  defects.  However,  from 
the  Regulatory  staff’s  experience  in  this 
regard,  the  most  significant  degradation 
in  steam  generator  tubes  is  usually  due 
to  chemical  attack  which  results  in  stress 
corrosion.  In  any  event,  whether  the  deg¬ 
radation  was  due  to  material  loss  or 
stress  corrosion  cracking,  further  tube 
degradation  could  result  in  tube  failures 
and  the  release  of  primary  water  to  the 
secondary  coolant  loop.  Such  failures 
have  a  low  but  finite  probability  of  oc¬ 
currence  during  an  increase  in  the  tube 
to  shell  pressure  differential,  a  condi¬ 
tion  that  would  be  associated  with 
another  low  probability  event,  the  rup¬ 
ture  of  secondary  loop  piping.  However, 
the  Regulatory  staff  believes  that  the 
very  low  probability  of  occurrence  of  this 
“combined”  event,  coupled  with  the  low 
level  of  radioactivity  that  would  be  re¬ 
leased  during  the  postulated  event  (the 
primary  coolant  radioactivity  concentra¬ 
tion  is  maintained  at  a  low  level  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Technical  Specifications), 
result  in  a  risk  to  the  public  that  is  not 
significant. 

For  the  purpose  of  demonstrating  the 
need  for  continued  operation  of  this 
facility,  two  factors  have  been  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  licensee.  These  factors 
are:  (1)  Operation  for  a  limited  period 
of  time  to  permit  determination  of  the 
facility  operational  reliability,  and  (2) 
the  short-term  need  for  the  power  pro¬ 
duced  by  Unit  1  based  on  load  demand  in 
the  area  supplied  by  the  New  York  Power 
Pool  of  which  the  licensee  is  a  member. 
These  two  factors  are  discussed  In  the 
following  paragraphs. 


Since  the  licensee  recently  completed 
repair  of  the  control  rod  drives  and 
steam  generators  and  performed  over¬ 
haul  of  other  components  and  an  aug¬ 
mented  inspection,  the  licensee  cited,  in 
support  of  its  request  for  variance  from 
the  IAC  until  March  1,  1975,  the  need  to 
verify  the  reliability  of  these  repairs 
before  commiting  the  additional  capital 
necessary  for  installation  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  core  cooling  system.  By  letter  dated 
July  31,  1974,  the  licensee  again  stated 
that  one  of  the  bases  for  an  extension 
of  the  ECCS  installation  date  was  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  period  of  operation  to  verify  the 
effectiveness  of  extensive  maintenance 
and  repair  efforts  undertaken  dining  the 
year-long  1973  outage  to  eliminate  major 
causes  of  downtime,  thus  enhancing  the 
prospect  of  improved  plant  reliability  and 
availability.  It  was  further  stated  by  the 
licensee  that  the  longer  this  period  of 
operation,  the  higher  confidence  level  the 
licensee  will  have  in  its  efforts  to  improve 
the  performance  of  Unit  1,  thereby  pro¬ 
viding  a  better  basis  for  determining  if 
the  large  investment  required  for  addi¬ 
tional  plant  improvements  that  would  be 
required  for  long-term  plant  operation 
is  warranted.  If  the  presently  good  plant 
operating  experience  is  continued  until 
October  31, 1974,  the  licensee  states  that 
such  experience  would  make  a  favorable 
decision  for  this  added  investment  highly 
likely. 

The  second  basis  cited  by  the  licensee 
in  support  of  its  request  for  a  variance 
from  the  IAC  is  the  short-term  need  for 
the  additional  power  produced  by  Unit  1. 
In  its  letter  of  July  31,  1974,  the  licensee 
provided  capacity,  load  and  reserve  data 
for  the  period  of  August  1974  through 
February  1975.  The  submission  indicates 
that,  in  August  and  September  of  1974, 
there  could  be  a  substantial  negative  re¬ 
serve  capacity  for  the  licensee’s  system. 
This  negative  reserve  capacity  takes  into 
account  unscheduled  outages  and  de- 
ratings  comparable  to  those  experienced 
by  the  licensee  during  1972  and  1973.  The 
licensee  further  stated  that  additional 
generating  capacity  approximately  equal 
to  the  output  from  Unit  1  (Roseton  Unit 
2)  is  projected  to  be  available  during 
September  1974,  but  that  60  days  from 
startup  of  that  plant  should  be  allowed 
before  such  capacity  can  be  considered 
reliably  available.  Based  upon  the  Regu¬ 
latory  staff’s  experience,  it  appears 
reasonable  to  take  into  account  this 
period  for  startup  of  a  large  generating 
unit.  Furthermore,  by  letter  dated  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1974  to  the  Director  of  Regula¬ 
tions  regarding  Unit  1,  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  noted  its  concern  regarding 
the  conservation  of  energy  and  indicated 
that  the  continued  operation  of  Unit  1 
for  the  three  month  period  of  August 
through  October  would  conserve  more 
than  one-half  million  barrels  of  oil.  By 
letter  dated  June  5,  1974  to  the  Regula¬ 
tory  staff,  the  New  York  State  Public 
Service  Commission  indicated  that,  under 
adverse  conditions  expected  to  exist 
during  the  summer  and  early  fall  of 
1974,  there  exists  a  potential  for  voltage 
reductions  in  New  York  City  during  peak 
load  periods,  with  the  possibility  of  load 
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disconnections  if  spare  capacity,  such  as 
that  from  Unit  1,  is  not  available. 

Based  on  the  foregoing  considerations 
and  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
IV  C  2  (a)  and  IV  C  2  (c)  of  the  IAC,  we 
have  concluded  that  there  is  adequate 
reason  for  granting  a  further  variance 
from  the  requirements  of  the  Interim  Ac¬ 
ceptance  Criteria  for  Indian  Point  Unit  1 
until  October  31,  1974,  and  considering 
those  safety  related  matters  discussed  in 
the  foregoing,  including:  (1)  The  low 
probability  of  a  sudden  major  LOCA  oc¬ 
curring  simultaneously  with  a  loss  of  all 
offsite  power  in  the  short  period  of  time 
until  October  31,  1974,  (2)  the  improved 
availability  of  on-site  emergency  power, 
and  (3)  the  capability  of  detecting  small 
leaks  from  the  primary  coolant  system  by 
the  planned  monitoring  and  inspection 
programs  prior  to  the  occurrence  of  a 
significant  primary  system  pipe  break, 
we  have  concluded  that  there  is  reason¬ 
able  assurance  that  granting  such  vari¬ 
ance  subject  to  the  conditions  cited  in 
Attachment  B  to  the  licensee’s  July  31, 
1974  letter,  will  not  adversely  affect  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  public.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  a  variance  from  the  IAC  conform¬ 
ance  date  of  August  5,  1974,  to  no  later 
than  October  31, 1974,  is  hereby  granted. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  5th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

L.  Manning  Muntzing, 
Director  of  Regulation. 

[FR  Doc.74-18437  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-4091 

DAIRY  LAND  POWER  COOP. 

Determination  With  Respect  To  Request 
for  Variance  From  the  Interim  Accept¬ 
ance  Criteria 

By  letter  dated  June  13,  1974,  Dairy- 
land  Power  Cooperative  (licensee)  re¬ 
quested  a  variance  for  the  La  Crosse  Boil¬ 
ing  Water  Reactor  from  the  require¬ 
ments  for  achieving  compliance  with  the 
Commission’s  Interim  Acceptance  Cri¬ 
teria  (IAC)  for  Emergency  Core  Cooling 
Systems  (ECCS)  for  Light-Water  Power 
Reactors  set  forth  in  the  Commission’s 
Interim  Policy  Statement  by  July  1,  1974 
(36  FR  12247,  June  29,  1971). 

On  June  14, 1974,  the  Director  of  Regu¬ 
lation  published  (39  FR  20834)  a  notice 
of  the  receipt  of  the  licensee’s  request 
for  a  variance.  This  notice  advised  that 
the  Director  of  Regulation  was  consider¬ 
ing  granting  a  variance  from  the  IAC. 
This  notice  also  invited  the  submission 
of  views  and  comments  by  any  interested 
persons.  No  comments  were  received.  On 
June  28,  1974,  the  Director  of  Regulation 
issued  a  determination  (39  FR  24942)  ex¬ 
tending  the  July  1,  1974,  date  for  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  IAC  tc  August  5,  1974. 
The  purpose  of  this  extension  of  time 
was  to  permit  consideration  by  the 
Regulatory  staff  of  all  requests  submitted 
by  other  licensees  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  IAC  and  10  CFR  50.46  for 
variances  or  extensions  of  time  from  the 
provisions  of  the  IAC  or  10  CFR  50.46 


to  assure  uniform  and  consistent  treat¬ 
ment  of  all  ECCS  evaluations.  The  in¬ 
terim  determination  stated  that  a  final 
determination  would  be  made  by  Au¬ 
gust  5,  1974,  as  to  whether  a  further 
variance  should  be  granted. 

By  letter  dated  January  18,  1972,  the 
licensee  responded  to  the  AEC  request 
for  a  reanalysis  of  ECCS  in  accordance 
with  the  IAC.  Because  of  the  extensive 
amount  of  analytical  model  develop¬ 
ment  work,  the  submittal  of  the  analysis 
of  the  large  primary  system  pipe  break 
was  delayed.  Proposals  for  increased  in- 
service  surveillance  and  improved  pri¬ 
mary  leak  detection  accompanied  the 
ECCS  analysis.  Changes  to  the  LACBWR 
Technical  Specifications  to  include  in¬ 
creased  frequency  of  inservice  inspection 
beyond  ASME  code  requirements  and 
primary  system  leakage  rate  limits  were 
authorized  by  a  letter  to  the  licensee 
dated  February  29,  1972.  Other  submit¬ 
tals  related  to  the  IAC  analysis  were 
made  by  the  licensee  on  March  6,  1972, 
June  5,  1972,  and  January  10  and  17, 
1974,  as  part  of  a  continuing  effort  and 
in  response  to  requests  from  the  AEC. 

A  high  pressure  core  spray  system 
powered  by  either  off-site  or  the  existing 
on-site  emergency  diesel  generator  would 
provide  emergency  coolant  to  depressur¬ 
ize  the  primary  system  and  spray  cool 
the  core  in  the  event  of  a  loss-of-cool- 
ant  accident  (LOCA).  Based  on  the 
Regulatory  staff’s  review  of  the  informa¬ 
tion  submitted  by  the  licensee,  we  con¬ 
cluded  that  peak  fuel  clad  temperatures 
following  LOCA  resulting  from  any 
break  up  to  a  double-ended  break  of  the 
largest  primary  coolant  pipe  would  be 
below  2300°  F.  as  required  by  the  IAC. 
However,  the  existing  systems  do  not 
satisfy  the  current  level  of  reliability  for 
emergency  core  cooling  systems.  Loss  of 
off-site  power  following  a  LOCA  coinci¬ 
dent  with  loss  of  the  on-site  emergency 
diesel  generator  could  result  in  peak  fuel 
clad  temperatures  in  excess  of  2300°  F. 
To  improve  on-site  power  reliability,  the 
licensee  has  committed  to  provide  addi¬ 
tional  emergency  power.  Until  this  can 
be  accomplished,  the  possibilities  of  fur¬ 
ther  improving  ECCS  reliability  in  the 
interim  were  examined.  It  has  been  de¬ 
termined  that: 

1.  The  on-site  emergency  diesel  power 
generator  can  be  required  to  be  started 
by  a  low  reactor  vessel  water  signal  in 
addition  to  the  existing  automatic  start 
on  low  essential  bus  voltage.  This  change 
could  provide  emergency  on-site  power 
faster  in  accident  situations  if  off-site 
power  is  lost. 

2.  Automatic  actuation  by  high  reactor 
water  level  of  the  high  pressure  core 
spray  pumps  at  +19  inch  water  level  in¬ 
stead  of  +7  inch  water  level,  using  spare, 
independent  safety  channel  contacts 
could  be  provided.  These  changes  would 
initiate  core  spray  action  sooner  and 
would  eliminate  dependence  on  a  single 
relay,  failure  of  which  could  prevent  core 
spray  cooling. 

3.  An  additional  manual  switch  could 
be  installed  in  series  with  the  control 
windings  of  the  solenoid  valves  in  the 


ECCS.  This  additional  switch  will  elim¬ 
inate  the  possibility  of  a  single  failure  of 
the  boron  injection  pushbutton  switch 
that  could  otherwise  energize  control 
valves  diverting  emergency  core  coolant. 

These  relatively  minor  modifications 
will  be  made  during  the  next  plant  out¬ 
age  (currently  scheduled  for  the  spring 
of  1975) ,  in  contrast  to  the  more  exten¬ 
sive  plant  modifications  associated  with 
providing  a  redundant  on-site  source  of 
emergency  power. 

The  analyses  submitted  by  the  licensee 
are  based  on  operation  of  the  high  pres¬ 
sure  emergency  core  spray  system  fol¬ 
lowing  a  LOCA.  To  improve  the  reliabil¬ 
ity  of  the  high  pressure  emergency  core 
spray  systems,  the  licensee  has  commit¬ 
ted  to  rewire  the  redundant  core  spray 
pump  motors  and  valves  so  that  each  of 
the  systems  is  powered  from  a  separate 
on-site  source,  and  to  provide  a  second 
on-site  emergency  power  system.  These 
modifications  have  been  scheduled  for 
completion  no  later  than  November  1, 
1975.  We  have  concluded  that  the  plant 
is  currently  capable  of  remaining  within 
acceptable  temperature  limits  but  the 
level  of  reliability  of  installed  systems 
should  be  improved  in  consideration  of 
long  term  operation. 

We  have  concluded  that  there  is  good 
cause  for  granting  a  further  variance  un¬ 
til  November  1,  1975,  and  considering: 
(1)  The  extreme  low  probability  of  a 
LOCA  occurring  simultaneously  with  a 
loss  of  all  off -site  power  and  on-site 
power;  (2)  the  capability  for  detecting 
primary  coolant  leaks  or  system  defects 
in  time  to  cool  down  and  depressurize  in 
the  normal  manner:  and  (3)  other  modi¬ 
fications  that  have  been  or  will  be  com¬ 
pleted  to  further  improve  emergency 
core  cooling  reliability  in  the  interim  pe¬ 
riod  while  the  variance  is  in  effect, 
we  have  concluded  that  there  is  reason¬ 
able  assurance  that  granting  such  var¬ 
iance  will  not  adversely  affect  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public.  Accordingly,  a 
variance  from  the  IAC  conformance  date 
of  July  1,  1974,  to  no  later  than  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1975,  is  hereby  granted  to  permit 
reactor  operation  while  installing  the 
redundant  on-site  emergency  diesel  gen¬ 
erator  and  associated  components.  In  the 
interim,  the  licensee  is  directed  to  com¬ 
plete  the  modifications  listed  below  dur¬ 
ing  the  next  plant  outage  but  no  later 
than  the  scheduled  March  1975  outage: 

1.  Revise  emergency  diesel  controls  to 
start  on  low  reactor  vessel  water  level 
signal. 

2.  Install  high  reactor  vessel  water 
level  switch  to  start  high  pressure  core 
spray  system  pumps. 

3.  Install  additional  switches  in  series 
with  boron-emergency  core  spray  sys¬ 
tem  control  valve  solenoids. 

This  variance  is  subject  to  a  require¬ 
ment  that  the  licensee  report  periodi¬ 
cally,  but  not  less  than  once  every  three 
months  commencing  with  the  date  of 
this  Determination  to  the  Director  of 
Regulation  its  efforts  in  attempting  to 
achieve  compliance  with  the  IAC.  Should 
these  reports  reveal  that  the  licensee  is 
not  pursuing  such  compliance  in  a  rea- 
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sonably  diligent  manner,  the  variance 
may  be  subject  to  revocation. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  5th  day 
of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

L.  Manning  Mttntzing, 
Director  of  Regulation. 

[FR  Doc.74-18436  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 

PROPOSED  LEGISLATION  TO  AMEND  THE 
PRICE-ANDERSON  ACT 

Availability  of  AEC  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Final  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  prepared  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Directorate  of  Licensing  related 
to  the  proposed  legislation  to  amend  the 
Price- Anderson  Act  is  available  for  in¬ 
spection  by  the  public  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H 
Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of 
the  Commission’s  Final  Environmental 
Statement  may  be  obtained  by  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545.  At¬ 
tention:  Office  of  Antitrust  and  In¬ 
demnity,  Directorate  of  Licensing. 

The  notice  of  availability  of  the  Draft 
Environmental  Statement  and  requests 
for  comments  from  interested  persons 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  May  10,  1974  (39  FR  16917)  and 
May  28.  1974  (39  FR  18499).  The  com¬ 
ments  received  from  Federal  and  state 
agencies  and  interested  members  of  the 
public  have  been  included  in  an  appen¬ 
dix  to  the  Final  Environmental  State¬ 
ment. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  8th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Abraham  Braitman, 
Chief,  Office  of  Antitrust  and 
Indemnity,  Direcorate  of  Li¬ 
censing. 

[FR  Doc.74-18665  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  AT¬ 
LANTIC  GENERATING  STATION  (AGS) 
AND  FLOATING  NUCLEAR  PLANT  (FNP) 

Notice  of  Meeting 

August  7, 1974. 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
section  29  and  182  b.  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232  b.),  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards’  Subcommittee  on  the  AGS  and 
FNP  projects  will  hold  a  meeting  on 
August  29,  1974,  in  Room  1046,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  meeting  will  be  to  continue 
the  Committee’s  formal  Construction 
Permit  review  of  AGS  and  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Permit  review  for  FNP’s.  The  AGS 
facility  will  be  located  offshore  from  the 
coast  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey  near 
Atlantic  City.  The  FNP’s  will  be  manu¬ 
factured  at  a  facility  to  be  located  at 
Jacksonville,  Florida. 


The  following  constitutes  that  portion 
of  the  Subcommittee’s  agenda  for  the 
above  meeting  which  will  be  open  to  the 
public: 

Thursday,  August  29,  1974,  9:00  am.- 
4:30  p.m. 

The  Subcommittee  will  bear  presentations 
by  Regulatory  Staff  and  personnel  of  Public 
Service  Electric  and  Gas  Co.  of  New  Jersey 
(PSE&G)  and  Offshore  Power  Systems  (OPS) 
and  their  representatives  and  hold  discus¬ 
sions  with  these  groups  pertinent  to  Issu¬ 
ance  of  a  Construction  Permit  to  PSE&G 
for  AGS  and  a  Manufacturing  Permit  to 
OPS  to  fabricate  FNP’s.  The  discussions  will 
focus  principally  upon  several  major  Issues 
and  subject  Items  which  may  Include,  but 
are  not  necessarily  limited  to,  Foundation 
Engineering,  Model  Testing  (Irregular  Wave 
Effects),  Dolosse  Design,  Breakwater  Design 
(Open  vs.  Closed  Configuration),  Degraded 
Accident  Studies  and  Platform  Hull  Material 
Specifications  and  Fracture  Control. 

In  connection  with  the  above  agenda 
item,  the  Subcommittee  will  hold  an 
executive  session  beginning  at  8:30  a.m. 
which  will  involve  a  discussion  of  its 
preliminary  views,  and  an  executive  ses¬ 
sion  at  the  end  of  the  day,  consisting  of 
an  exchange  of  opinions  of  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  members  present  and  internal 
deliberations  for  the  purpose  of  formu¬ 
lation  of  recommendations  to  the  ACRS. 
In  addition,  the  Subcommittee  may  hold 
closed  sessions  with  the  Regulatory  Staff 
and  applicants  to  discuss  privileged  in¬ 
formation  relating  to  plant  security.  If 
necessary. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
subsection  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463, 
that  the  executive  sessions  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  and  end  of  the  meeting  will  con¬ 
sist  of  an  exchange  of  opinions  and  for¬ 
mulation  of  recommendations,  the  dis¬ 
cussion  of  which,  if  written,  would  fall 
within  exemption  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
and  that  closed  sessions  may  be  held,  if 
necessary,  to  discuss  certain  information 
relating  to  site  security  which  is  privi¬ 
leged  and  falls  within  exemption  (4)  of 
5  U.S.C.  552(b).  Further,  any  non-ex¬ 
empt  material  that  will  be  discussed 
during  the  above  closed  sessions  will  be 
inextricably  intertwined  with  exempt 
material,  and  no  further  separation  of 
this  material  is  considered  practical. 
It  is  essential  to  close  such  portions  of  the 
meeting  to  protect  such  privileged  in¬ 
formation  and  protect  the  free  inter¬ 
change  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid 
undue  interference  with  agency  or  Com¬ 
mittee  operation. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
is  empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in 
a  manner  that  in  his  judgment  will  facil¬ 
itate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business,  in¬ 
cluding  provisions  to  carry  over  an  in- 
completed,  open  session  from  one  day  to 
the  next  . 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the 
following  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  item 
may  do  so  by  mailing  25  copies  thereof, 
postmarked  no  later  than  August  22, 1974, 


to  the  Executive  Secretary,  Advisory 
Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards,  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545.  Such  'tommehts  shall  be 
based  upon  the  Preliminary  Safety  Anal¬ 
ysis  Report  for  AGS  and  the  OPS  Plant 
Design  Report  for  the  FNP  and  related 
documents  on  file  and  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545  and  the  following  Local  Public 
Document  Rooms:  Stockton  State  Col¬ 
lege  Library,  Pomona,  New  Jersey,  (AGS 
and  FNP),  the  Jacksonville  Public  Li¬ 
brary,  122  North  Ocean  Street,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Florida  32204  (FNP  only) ,  and  the 
Business  and  Science  Division,  New  Or¬ 
leans  Public  Library.  219  Loyola  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70140  (FNP 
only). 

(b)  Those  persons  submitting  a  writ¬ 
ten  statement  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (a)  above  may  request  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  make  oral  statements  concern¬ 
ing  the  written  statement.  Such  requests 
shall  accompany  the  written  statement 
and  shall  set  forth  reasons  justifying 
the  need  for  such  oral  statement  and 
its  usefulness  to  the  Subcommittee.  To 
the  extent  that  the  time  available  for 
the  meeting  permits,  the  Subcommittee 
will  receive  oral  statements  during  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  no  more  than  30  minutes  at  an 
appropriate  time,  chosen  by  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Subcommittee,  during  the 
afternoon  portion  of  the  meeting. 

(c)  Requests  for  the  opportunity  to 
make  oral  statements  shall  be  ruled  on 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
who  is  empowered  to  apportion  the  time 
available  among  those  selected  by  him  to 
make  oral  statements. 

(d)  Information  as  to  whether  the 
meeting  has  been  cancelled  or  resched¬ 
uled  and  in  regard  to  the  Chairman’s 
ruling  on  requests  for  the  opportunity  to 
present  oral  statements,  and  the  time  al¬ 
lotted,  can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid  tele¬ 
phone  call  on  August  28,  1974  to  the 
Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
Committee  (telephone  301-973-5651)  be¬ 
tween  8:30  a.m.  and  5:15  p.m..  Eastern 
Daylight  Time. 

(e)  Questions  may  be  propounded 
only  by  members  of  the  Subcommittee 
and  its  consultants. 

(f )  Seating  for  the  public  will  be  avail¬ 
able  on  a  first-come,  first-served  basis. 

(g)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  in¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  which  will  not 
interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the  meet¬ 
ing,  will  be  permitted  both  before  and 
after  the  meeting  and  during  any  recess. 
The  use  of  such  equipment  will  not,  how¬ 
ever,  be  allowed  while  the  meeting  is  in 
session. 

(h)  Persons  desiring  to  attend  por¬ 
tions  of  the  meeting  where  proprietary 
information  is  to  be  discussed  may  do 
so  by  providing  to  the  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20545,  7  days  prior  to  the 
meeting,  a  copy  of  an  executed  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  owner  of  the  proprietary 
information  to  safeguard  this  material 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  158 — WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  14,  1974 


NOTICES 


29219 


(i)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  during  the  following 
workday  at  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  and  within  nine  days  at  the 
following  Local  Public  Document  Rooms: 
Stockton  State  College  Library,  Pomona, 
New  Jersey  (AGS  and  FNP) ,  the  Jack¬ 
sonville  Public  Library,  122  North  Ocean 
Street,  Jacksonville,  Florida  32204  (FNP 
only),  and  the  Business  and  Science 
Division,  New  Orleans  Public  Library, 
219  Loyola  Avenue,  New  Orleans,  Louis¬ 
iana  70140  (FNP  only).  Copies  of  the 
transcript  may  be  reproduced  in  the 
Public  Document  Room  or  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  Ace  Federal  Reporters,  Inc., 
415  Second  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20002  (telephone  202-547-6222)  upon 
payment  of  appropriate  charges. 

(j)  On  request,  copies  of  the  Minutes 
of  the  meeting  will  be  made  available 
for  inspection  at  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545  after  October  29,  1974.  Copies  may 
be  obtained  upon  payment  of  appropriate 
charges. 

John  C.  Ryan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-18435  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  26907] 

LONG-HAUL  MOTOR /RAILROAD  CARRIER 

REGARDING  AIR  FREIGHT  FORWARDER 

AUTHORITY  CASE 

Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  this  proceeding  is  as¬ 
signed  to  be  held  on  September  25,  1974, 
at  10  a.m.  (local  time),  in  Room  726, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  before 
Administrative  Law  Judge  Henry  White- 
house. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of 
the  conference,  parties  are  instructed  to 
submit  one  copy  to  each  party  and  four 
copies  to  the  Judge  of  (1)  proposed  state¬ 
ments  of  issues:  (2)  proposed  stipula¬ 
tions;  (3)  requests  for  information;  (4) 
statement  of  positions  of  parties;  and 
(5)  proposed  procedural  dates.  The  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operating  Rights  will  circulate 
its  material  on  or  before  September  5, 
1974,  and  the  other  parties  on  or  before 
September  17,  1974.  The  submissions  of 
the  other  parties  shall  be  limited  to 
points  on  which  they  differ  with  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operating  Rights,  and  shall  fol¬ 
low  the  numbering  and  lettering  used  by 
the  Bureau  to  facilitate  cross-refer¬ 
encing. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  8, 
1974. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative 
Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.74-18688  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  25709;  Order  74-8-38] 

PHILIPPINE  AIR  LINES,  INC. 

Order  Regarding  Schedules 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  9th  day  of  August,  1974. 

The  Board  has  been  advised  by  the 
Department  of  State  that  Notes  have 
been  exchanged  between  the  Govern¬ 
ments  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Philippines  whereby  an  arrangement 
governing  the  respective  carriers’  capac¬ 
ity  has  been  agreed  upon  effective  August 
10,  1974.  The  provisions  governing  ca¬ 
pacity  are  of  an  interim  nature  pending 
further  negotiations  which  are  to  resume 
within  ninety  days.  Accordingly,  not¬ 
withstanding  Order  74-7-51  and  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  §  213.3(e)  of  the 
Board’s  Economic  Regulations  Philip¬ 
pine  Air  Lines  is  hereby  authorized  to 
operate  between  San  Francisco  and 
Manila  via  Honolulu  up  to  three  weekly 
scheduled  flights  with  DC-10  aircraft 
until  further  order  of  the  Board. 

This  order  shall  be  served  on  Philip¬ 
pine  Air  Lines  and  the  Philippine  Am¬ 
bassador  to  the  United  States  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

This  Order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18689  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

COMMITTEE  FOR  HAND  GUN  CONTROL 
Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Consumer  Product  Safety  Com¬ 
mission  gives  notice  that  on  August  26, 
1974,  Mr.  Michael  D.  Hausfeld,  repre¬ 
senting  The  Committee  for  Hand  Gun 
Control,  will  meet  with  members  of  the 
Commission  staff,  including  Bernard 
Scharf,  Office  of  Standards  Coordination 
and  Appraisal,  and  Alan  Shakin,  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel,  to  discuss  the  Com¬ 
mittee’s  petition  to  ban  hand  gun  bullets 
which  is  pending  before  the  Commission. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  at  10  a.m.  in 
room  801, 5401  Westbard  Avenue,  Bethes- 
da,  Maryland.  Persons  wishing  to  attend 
should  notify  Bernard  Scharf,  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20207,  telephone  (301)  496-7606. 

Dated:  August  9,  1974. 

Sad  ye  E.  Dunn, 
Secretary,  Consumer  Product 

Safety  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.74-18634  FUed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  247-3] 

LAKE  MICHIGAN  COOLING  WATER 
STUDIES  PANEL 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Lake  Michi¬ 


gan  Cooling  Water  Studies  Panel  will  be 
held  at  9:30  a.m.  on  Thursday,  August  29, 
1974,  in  meeting  rooms  of  the  Sheraton 
O’Hare  Motor  Inn,  6810  N.  Mannheim 
Road,  Rosemont,  Illinois. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  final¬ 
ize  the  Draft  Program  Report  and  the 
Research  Prioriety  List  which  will  be 
included  in  the  Program  Report.  Con¬ 
tinued  discussion  on  the  panel’s  role  in 
advising  agencies  regarding  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  section  316(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Water  Pollution  Control  Act 
Amendments  of  1972  will  also  be  included 
in  the  agenda. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Any  member  of  the  public  wishing  to 
attend  or  submit  a  paper,  should  contact 
the  Executive  Secretary,  Mr.  William  D. 
Franz,  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  V,  Federal  Activities  Branch,  1 
North  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60606.  The  telephone  number  is  area  code 
312-353-5757. 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator. 

August  9,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.  74-18758  FUed  8-13-74;8:46  am] 


[  OPP-32000/99  (FRL  249-5)1 

NOTICE  OF  RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)(1) 
(D)  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi¬ 
cide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA),  as 
amended.  This  policy  provides  that  EPA 
will,  upon  receipt  of  every  application  for 
registration,  publish  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  a  notice  containing  the  informa¬ 
tion  shown  below.  The  labeling  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  applicant  will  be 
available  for  examination  at  the  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Protection  Agency,  Room  EB- 
37,  East  Tower,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

On  or  before  September  30,  1974,  any 
person  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  appli¬ 
cant,  (b)  believes  that  data  he  developed 
and  submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  Octo¬ 
ber  21,  1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an 
application  described  in  this  notice,  (c) 
desires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensa¬ 
tion  under  section  3(c)(1)  (D)  for  such 
use  of  his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  pre¬ 
serve  his  right  to  have  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  determine  the  amount  of  reason¬ 
able  compensation  to  which  he  is  entitled 
for  such  use  of  the  data,  must  notify  the 
Administrator  and  the  applicant  named 
in  the  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
his  claim  by  certified  mail.  Notification 
to  the  Administrator  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Information  Coordina¬ 
tion  Section,  Technical  Services  Divisi- 
sion  (WH-569) ,  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20460.  Every  such  claimant 
must  include,  at  a  minimum,  the  infor¬ 
mation  listed  in  the  interim  policy  of 
November  19, 1973. 
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Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  the  60  day 
period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the  2(c) 
application  will  be  processed  according 
to  normal  procedure.  However,  if  claims 
are  received  within  the  60  day  period, 
the  applicants  against  whom  the  claims 
are  asserted  will  be  advised  of  the  alter¬ 
natives  available  under  the  Act.  No 
claims  will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA 
ajudication  which  are  received  after 
September  30,  1974. 

Applications  Received 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  1029-RRI.  Aldex  Corp.,  1024 
North  17th,  Omaha  NB  68102.  RABEX 
LIVESTOCK  DUST.  Active  Ingredients:  2- 
chlor-l-(2,4.5-trichlorophenyl)  vinyl  di¬ 
methyl  phosphate  3.00%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  5481-RTL.  Amvac  Chemical 
Corp.,  4100  E.  Washington  Blvd„  Los  An¬ 
geles  CA  90023.  METHYL  PARATHION 
5  ORGANOPHOSPHORUS  INSECTICIDE 
EMULSIFY  ABLE  LIQUID.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  0,0-dimethyl  0-p-nitrophenyl  phos- 
phorothloate  54.0%;  Xylenerange  aromatic 
solvent  39.6%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  1999-RN.  Anderson  Exter¬ 
minating  Co.,  1100  W.  Jackson,  Chicago 
IL  60607.  EXTERMINATING  ANDEX  IN¬ 
SECT  POWDER.  Active  Ingredients;  So¬ 
dium  Fluoride  38.80%;  Pyrethrins  0.35%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  2382- AI.  Carson  Chemicals, 
Inc.,  PO  Box  466,  New  Castle  IN  47362. 
D-F-T  SPRAY  FLEA  &  TICK  KILLER. 
Active  Ingredients:  Carbaryl  (1 -Naphthyl 
N-Methylcarbamate)  2.50%;  Pyrethrins 
0.06%;  Technical  Piperonyl  Butoxlde 
0.60%;  Butoxypolypropylene  glycol  6.00%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  2639-0.  Coastal  Chemical 
Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  1888,  Savannah  GA  31407. 
COASTAL  HOSPITAL  CLEANER/DISIN¬ 
FECTANT.  Active  Ingredients:  n- Alkyl 
(60%  C14,  30%  C16,  5%  C12,  6%  C18) 
dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
4.5%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  C14)  di¬ 
methyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium  Chlorides 
4.5%;  Tetrasodium  ethylenedlamine  tetra¬ 
acetate  2.0%;  Sodium  Carbonate  4.0%. 
Method  Support:  Application  proceeds  un¬ 
der  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  2639-1.  Coastal  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  Inc.  COASTAL  INDUSTRIAL 
CLEANER/DISINFECTANT.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  5% 
C12,  5%  C18)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium 
chlorides  0.8%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32% 
C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium 
chlorides  0.8%;  Sodium  Metasilicate  Anhy¬ 
drous  2.4%;  Tetrasodium  ethylenedlamine 
tetraacetate  1.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  2639-RN.  Coastal  Chemical 
Co.,  Inc.  COASTAL  CONCENTRATED 
SWIMMING  POOL  ALGAECIDE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  5% 
C12,  6%  C18)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium 
chlorides  5%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  04) 
dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
6%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 


EPA  Pile  Symbol  2413-1.  M  &  M  Chemical  : 
Sales  Corp.,  1073  Hancock  St.,  Quincy  MA 
01057.  MEMRO  BRAND  PINE  ODOR  DIS¬ 
INFECTANT.  Active  Ingredients:  Pine  Oil 
33.0%;  Isopropyl  Alcohol  13.6%;  Soap 
11.0%;  Caustic  Soda  1.4%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  27581-G.  Midland  Research 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  9420  Quivlra  Rd.,  Lenexa 
KS  66215.  CHEM-I-CAL  607.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Dlsodlum  cyanodlthlolmldocarbo- 
nate  3.18%;  Ethylenedlamine  1 .20 % ;  Po¬ 
tassium  N-methyldlthiocarbamate  4.37%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  4972- RA.  Protexall  Chem¬ 
icals,  Inc.,  Rt.  2,  Box  424,  Daytona  Beach 
FL  32019.  PROTEXALL  INSECT  REPEL¬ 
LENT  PRESSURIZED.  Active  Ingredients: 
N,N-dIethyl-m-toluamlde  16.625%;  other 
Isomers  .875%;  N-octyl  bicycloheptene  dl- 
carboximide  5.000%;  2,3;4,5-Bls  (2-buty¬ 
lene)  tetrahydro-2-furaldehyde  1.250%; 
Di-n -propyl  lsoclnchomeronate  1.250%; 
25.000%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  572-EOR.  Rockland  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  204,  Caldwell  NJ 
07006.  ROCKLAND  RESIDUAL  SPRAY 
CONTAINS  DURSBAN.  Active  Ingredients: 
Pyrethrins  0.052%;  Piperonyl  Butoxlde, 
Technical  0.260%;  Chlorpyrlfos  (0,0- 
diethyl  0-(3,5,6-trichloro-2-pyridyl)  phos- 
phorothloate]  0.500%;  Petroleum  Distillate 
68.737%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  10226-GU.  Rockwood  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  PO  Box  34,  Brawley  CA  92227. 
ROCKWOOD  BRAND  PARATHION -ETHYL 
METHYL  6—3  ORGANOPHOSPHORUS  IN¬ 
SECTICIDE  EMULSIFY  ABLE  LIQUID.  Ac- 
.  tlve  Ingredients:  O.O-dlethyl  O-p-nitro- 
phenyl  phosphorothloate  57.88%;  O.O- 
dimethyl  O-p-nitrophenyl  phosphorothio- 
ate  28.94%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  538-REG.  The  O.M.  Scott  & 
Sons  Co.,  Marysville  OH  43030.  (SCOTTS) 
SPOT  ERASE  VEGETATION  CONTROL. 
Active  Ingredients:  Dimethylarsinic  acid 
1.30%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  201-GTG.  Shell  Chemical 
Co.,  A  Div.  of  Shell  Oil  Co„  Suite  200,  1025 
Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W.,  Washington  DC 
20036.  CHILD  PROTECTOR-TOP  SHELL 
HOUSE  &  GARDEN  INSECT  KILLER.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  (5-Benzyl-3-furyl) methyl 
2,2-dlmethyl-3-(2-methylpropenyl)  cyclo- 
propanecarboxylate,  0.350%;  Related  Com¬ 
pounds  0.048%;  Aromatic  petroleum  hy¬ 
drocarbons  0.464%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  11715-GA.  Speer  Products, 
Inc.,  PO  Box  9383, 105  South  Parkway  West, 
Memphis  TN  38109.  SPEER  FLEA  &  TICK 
SPRAY  FOR  DOGS.  Active  Ingredients: 
Pyrethrins  .056%;  Rotenone  .024%;  Other 
Cube  Resins  .048%;  Carbaryl  (1-Naphthyl 
N-Methylcarbamate)  .500%;  Petroleum 
distillate  .224%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  998-RRG.  Superior  Chem¬ 
ical  Products  Inc.,  3942  Frankford  Ave., 
Phila  PA  19124.  OMNICIDE  ONE  SNAP 
KLEEN-OUT  FOGGER.  Active  Ingredients: 
Pyrethrins  0.7%;  Technical  piperonyl  bu- 
toxide  2.0%;  Petroleum  solvent  7.3%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 


PA  File  Symbol  1748-REA.  York  Chemical 
Co.,  Inc.,  195  Atlantic  Ave.,  Garden  city 
Park,  LI.  NY  11 040.  CERTOX  INSECTICIDE 
POWDER  CODE  NO.  DR— 1.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Pyrethrins  1.00%;  Piperonyl  Butox¬ 
lde,  technical  10.00%;  Amorphous  Silica 
Gel  40.00%;  Petroleum  Hydrocarbons 
49.00%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

Dated:  August  7, 1974. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director, 

Registration  Division. 

(FR  Doc.74-18615  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


(FRL  250-51 

MISSOURI 

Public  Hearing  and  Request  for  State  Pro¬ 
gram  Approval  To  Control  Discharges  of 
Pollutants  to  Navigable  Waters 

The  State  of  Missouri  has  submitted  a 
request  for  approval  of  its  program  to 
control  discharges  of  pollutants  to  navi¬ 
gable  waters  under  section  402  of  the 
Federal  Water  Pollution  Control  Act 
Amendments  of  1972  (the  Act),  33 
U.S.C.A  section  1342(b). 

A  public  hearing  to  consider  this  re¬ 
quest  will  be  held  on  September  18,  1974, 
at  the  office  of  the  Missouri  Clean  Water 
Commission,  1014  Madison  Street,  Jef¬ 
ferson  City,  Missouri,  starting  at  1  p.m. 

The  hearing  panel  will  consist  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  who  will  serve  as  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Officer,  the  Director  of  the  Mis¬ 
souri  Department  of  Natural  Resources, 
and  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  Regional  Administrator,  Region 
VII,  or  the  representatives  of  these 
persons. 

Section  402(b)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Governor  of  a  State  desiring  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  National  Pollutant  Dis¬ 
charge  Elimination  System  (NPDES) 
permit  program  to  control  discharges 
into  navigable  waters  within  its  juris¬ 
diction  may  submit  to  the  Administrator 
of  the  United  States  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  (EPA)  a  full  and  com¬ 
plete  description  of  the  program  the 
State  intends  to  administer,  including 
a  statement  from  the  State's  Attorney 
General  that  its  laws  provide  adequate 
authority  to  carry  out  the  program  de¬ 
scribed.  The  Administrator  is  required 
to  approve  each  such  submitted  program 
unless  it  does  not  meet  the  requirements 
of  section  402(b)  and  EPA’s  guidelines. 
To  administer  the  NPDES  program  the 
State  must  have  the  authority,  among 
others,  to:  (1)  Issue  permits  which  com¬ 
ply  with  all  pertinent  requirements  of  the 
Act,  (2)  abate  violations  of  permits  or 
the  permit  program  including  civil  and 
criminal  penalties,  and  (3)  ensure  that 
the  Administrator,  the  public,  and  any 
affected  States  and  agencies  are  given 
notice  of  and  opportunity  for  a  public 
hearing  with  regard  to  each  permit  appli¬ 
cation.  The  State  must  also  have  and 
commit  itself  to  use  manpower  and  re¬ 
sources  sufficient  to  act  on  all  outstand¬ 
ing  permit  applications  in  a  timely  man¬ 
ner  and  consistent  with  the  periods 
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prescribed  by  the  Act.  [EPA's  guidelines 
establishing  State  Program  Elements 
Necessary  for  Participation  In  the 
NPDES  were  published  in  Volume  37  of 
the  Federal  Register,  December  22,  1972 
(40  CFR  Part  124),  beginning  at  page 
28390.1 

The  State  of  Missouri  proposes  that 
the  Missouri  Department  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources,  P.O.  Box  176,  Jefferson  City, 
Missouri  65101  (area  code  314-751-4422) , 
operate  this  program  for  control  of  dis¬ 
charges  into  navigable  waters  of  the 
State  in  compliance  with  the  Act.  The 
chief  officials  are  Christopher  S.  Bond, 
Governor  of  Missouri,  James  L.  Wilson, 
Director,  Missouri  Department  of  Natu¬ 
ral  Resources,  Kenneth  M.  Karch,  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Environmental  Qual¬ 
ity  of  the  Missouri  Department  of 
Natural  Resources,  and  Jack  K.  Smith, 
Director  of  Staff,  Missouri  Clean  Water 
Commission. 

This  request  and  program  description 
may  be  inspected  by  the  public  at  the 
Missouri  Clean  Water  Commission  or  at 
the  United  States  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Region  VII,  1735  Balti¬ 
more  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Missouri 
64108  (area  code  816-374-5828) . 

All  interested  persons  wishing  to  com¬ 
ment  upon  the  State’s  request  or  its  pro¬ 
gram  submission  are  invited  to  appear  at 
the  public  hearing  to  present  their  views. 
Written  comments  may  be  presented  at 
the  hearing  or  submitted  by  Septem¬ 
ber  25,  1974,  either  in  person  or  by  mail, 
to  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  vn,  at  the  previously  mentioned 
address. 

Oral  statements  will  be  received  and 
considered,  but  for  the  accuracy  of  the 
record,  all  testimony  should  be  submitted 
in  writing.  Statements  should  summarize 
extensive  written  material  so  that  there 
will  be  time  for  all  interested  persons  to 
be  heard.  Persons  submitting  written 
statements  are  encouraged  to  furnish  ad¬ 
ditional  copies  for  the  use  of  the  hearing 
panel  and  other  Interested  persons.  The 
Presiding  Officer  may,  at  his  discretion, 
exclude  oral  testimony  if  it  is  overly 
repetitious  or  irrelevant  to  the  decision  to 
approve  or  require  revision  to  the  State 
program  as  submitted. 

All  comments  received  by  Septem¬ 
ber  25,  1974,  or  presented  at  the  public 
hearing  will  be  considered  by  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  in  taking 
final  action  on  Missouri’s  request  for 
state  program  approval. 

Please  bring  the  foregoing  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  persons  whom  you  know  would 
be  interested. 

Alan  G.  Kirk  IT, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Enforcement  and  General  Counsel. 
|FR  Doc.74-18647  Filed  8-13-74;8:43  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  20123] 

AERONAUTICAL  ADVISORY 
FREQUENCIES 

Notice  of  Inquiry  Regarding  Utilization 
Assignment 

In  the  matter  of  utilization  and 
assignment  of  aeronautical  advisory 
frequencies. 

1.  This  Inquiry  is  instituted  under  sec¬ 
tion  403  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  to  review  problems  re¬ 
lating  to  the  growing  congestion  on  the 
frequency  122.8  MHz  assigned  to  aero¬ 
nautical  advisory  stations  (called  Uni¬ 
corns)  at  uncontrolled  airports.  These 
stations  are  used  for  advisory  and  civil 
defense  communications  primarily  with 
private  aircraft  stations. 

2.  The  congestion  of  the  primary  Uni¬ 
com  frequency  (122.8  MHz)  has  been 
steadily  growing  worse  during  the  past 
decade  because  of  both  the  growing  num¬ 
bers  of  general  aviation  aircraft  (now 
totaling  approximately  140,000) ,  and  an 
even  larger  increase  in  the  number  of 
radios.  In  the  more  densely  populated 
areas  this  frequency  is  congested  at  times 
to  the  point  of  being  unusable.  In  in¬ 
stances  such  as  these,  when  only  parts 
of  sentences  can  be  understood,  it  very 
well  could  be  that  safety  of  flight  could 
be  compromised. 

3.  As  a  result  of  preliminary  meetings 
with  aviation  user  groups  and  with  the 
FAA  industry  liaison  representatives,  it 
appears  that  possible  relief  from  this 
problem  could  be  obtained  through  re¬ 
alignment  and  reassignment  of  adjacent 
frequencies.  It  is  the  purpose  of  this  No¬ 
tice  of  Inquiry  to  solicit  relevant  infor¬ 
mation  and  comments  that  can  serve  as 
a  basis  first  to  confirm  the  problem  and 
subsequently,  to  insure  the  design  of  am 
effective  and  equitable  solution  which 
will  provide  better  utilization  of,  and 
lessen  the  congestion  on,  the  frequency 
122.8  MHz. 

4.  Frequencies  in  the  band  121.9625- 
123.0875  MHz  are  allocated  for  use  by 
private  aircraft.  Ground  stations  are 
permitted  operation  on  these  frequencies 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  service  to 
private  aircraft  operation.  The  latter 
provision  permits  the  FAA  to  operate  Air 
Traffic  Control  stations  and  non¬ 
government  licensees  to  operate  advisory 
and  multicom  stations  in  the  band.  This 
inquiry  is  concerned  primarily  with  the 
portion  of  the  band  from  122.800  MHz  to 
123.075  MHz,  which  is  listed  below  by 
frequency  and  authorized  use: 

122.800,  Unicom,  Approx.  1900  assignments. 
122.825,  *  Air  Traffic  Control. 

122.850,  *  Unicom -high  Altitude,  65  assign¬ 
ments. 

122.875,  *  Air  Traffic  Control. 


i  The  FCC  released  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  (Docket  No.  20041)  on  May  10, 
1974,  which  proposes  to  reassign  the  fre¬ 
quency  122.925  for  use  as  a  discrete  natural 
resources  frequency. 


122500,  Multicom,  600  assignments  and  gov¬ 
ernment  participation. 

122.925,  1  Air  Traffic  Control,  See  Note  Below. 
122.960,'  •  Unlcorn-hlgh  Altitude,  37  assign¬ 
ments. 

122575,  *  Air  Traffic  Control. 

123,000,  Unicom  at  tower  and  FSS  fields,  400 
assignments. 

123.025,  *  Air  Traffic  Control. 

123.050,  Unicom-Helicopter,  175  assignments. 
123.075,  1  Air  Traffic  Control. 

The  above  allocation  of  frequencies 
utilizes  the  recent  rule  making  which 
authorizes  the  use  of  25  kHz  channel 
spacing  (Docket  19647). 

5.  Over  the  years,  Unicom  has  been 
expanded  to  include  five  frequencies.  The 
frequencies  122.8  and  123.0  MHz  are 
standard  Unicom;  122.8  MHz,  where 
there  is  no  control  tower  or  FAA  flight 
service  station  and  123.0  MHz  where 
there  is  a  control  tower  or  FAA  flight 
service  station.  The  frequency  123.05  is 
assigned  to  heliports.  The  frequencies 
122.85  and  122.95  are  for  additional  as¬ 
signment  when  such  additional  assign¬ 
ment  is  requested  for  communication 
with  aircraft  at  altitudes  greater  than 
10,000  feet  above  the  runway  elevation 
and  for  assignment  to  private  fields.  In 
addition  to  these  five  Unicom  frequencies, 
one  other  frequency,  122.9,  is  termed 
multicom  and  is  assigned  for  the  purpose 
of  directing  activities  air-to-air,  air-to- 
ground  or  ground-to-air,  such  as  agricul¬ 
ture,  ranching  and  conservation,  forest 
fire  fighting,  advertising,  and  parachute 
jumping. 

6.  Separating  these  special  purpose 
communications  as  discussed  above  has 
not  provided  a  corresponding  distribu¬ 
tion  of  usage.  The  special  frequencies  are 
being  used  very  lightly  compared  to  the 
potential  while  the  congestion  on  122.8 
MHz  grows  daily.  For  example,  records 
show  65  assignments  for  122.85  MHz  and 
37  assignments  for  122.95  MHz  through¬ 
out  the  entire  nation.  Therefore,  most 
of  the  2,500  Unicom  ground  stations  in 
the  country  operate  on  122.8  MHz.  An  in¬ 
formal  survey  of  New  York  aeronautical 
charts  made  in  1973  by  the  FAA  of  an 
area  50  NM  in  radius  around  New  York 
City  revealed  that  of  the  123  Unicorns 
listed  on  the  map,  there  was  one  ground 
station  on  122.95  MHz,  one  on  122.85 
MHz,  three  on  123.05  MHz,  nineteen  on 
123.0  MHz,  and  ninety-nine  on  122.8 
MHz.  This  means  that  two  air  fields 
closed  to  all  public  traffic  had  the  exclu¬ 
sive  use  of  two  frequencies;  three  heli¬ 
ports  laid  claim  to  a  third  frequency  of 
their  own;  and  the  pilots  flying  into  and 
out  of  99  public-use  air  fields  must  op¬ 
erate  on  a  single  frequency — 122.8  MHz. 

7.  The  FCC  is  interested  in  receiving 


*  No  plans  at  this  time  by  FAA  for  use  as 
air  traffic  control  frequencies  although  so 
designated.  Hence,  It  may  be  considered  for 
Unicom. 

•Frequencies  referred  to  as  high  altitude 
are  for  use  when  communicating  with  air¬ 
craft  which  are  at  altitudes  greater  than 
10,000  feet  above  field  elevation.  These  fre¬ 
quencies  are  assigned  In  addition  to  either 
122.800  or  123.000  MHz.  These  frequencies 
may  also  be  assigned  to  airfields  not  open 
to  the  public. 
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and  evaluating  all  plans  and  concepts 
that  would,  commensurate  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  aviation  users,  serve  to 
provide  alternatives  for  alleviating  the 
Unicom  congestion  problem.  Some  of 
the  concepts  which  have  been  suggested, 
considered,  and  upon  which  the  Commis¬ 
sion  invites  comments  are: 

a.  Removal  of  air-to-air  communica¬ 
tions  from  the  aeronautical  advisory  fre¬ 
quencies,  excepting  safety  of  flight  infor¬ 
mation.  A  considerable  amount  of  the 
congestion  is  believed  to  be  a  result  of 
air-to-air  communication.  Under  this  ar¬ 
rangement,  consideration  should  then  be 
given  to  what  frequency  (s)  upon  which 
air-to-air  communication  would  be 
permitted. 

b.  Restricting  the  use  of  aeronautical 
advisory  frequencies  to  communications 
relating  to  the  necessities  of  safe  and 
expeditious  operation  of  private  aircraft. 
The  use  of  these  frequencies  for  arrang¬ 
ing  ground  transportation,  food  or  lodg¬ 
ing,  or  for  other  non-aircraft  related  re¬ 
quirements  would  not  be  allowed.  It  is 
proposed  that  this  would  significantly 
reduce  the  load  on  aeronautical  advisory 
frequencies. 

c.  A  suggestion  directly  related  to 
para.  7b  above,  is  that  a  25  kHz  channel 
might  be  authorized  for  the  use  of  air¬ 
craft  desiring  to  communicate  with  aero¬ 
nautical  advisory  stations  concerning 
transportation,  lodging,  and  food.  This 
would  allow  the  majority  of  the  flying 
public  to  continue  to  have  the  use  of 
aeronautical  advisory  stations  for  com¬ 
munications  concerning  aircraft-related 
matters  while  providing  a  frequency  for 
communications  regarding  other  matters 
to  those  aircraft  possessing  25  kHz  equip¬ 
ment.  This  might  be  particularly  appro¬ 
priate  in  areas  where  the  preponderance 
of  traffic  is  25  kHz  equipped  aircraft. 

d.  The  utilization  of  some  of  the  Aero¬ 
nautical  Advisory  frequencies,  as  shown 
in  para.  4,  indicates  that  some  form  of 
combining  functions  might  be  appropri¬ 
ate.  For  instance,  categories  of  high  alti¬ 
tude,  helicopters  and  controlled  airfields 
might,  in  some  combination,  share  a  fre¬ 
quency  or  use  a  25  kHz  frequency.  (After 
January  1,  1977,  25  kHz  frequencies  will 
be  utilized  for  Enroute  Air  Traffic  Con¬ 
trol  at  high  altitude,  i.e.,  above  18,000 
ft.  as  required  by  Notice  of  Policy  Deci¬ 
sion  Regarding  ATC  Radio  Frequency 
Assignments,  Federal  Register,  Volume 
38,  No.  107,  June  5,  1973.)  This  would 
leave  more  of  the  existing  aeronautical 
advisory  frequencies  available  for  the 
1900  stations  presently  licensed  on 
122.800  MHz. 

e.  The  expanded  use  of  50  kHz  chan¬ 
nels.  Indications  are  that  a  significant 
portion  of  the  private  aircraft  are,  or 
soon  will  be,  equipped  with  50  kHz  equip¬ 
ment.  While  it  is  not  the  Commission’s 
intent  to  press  the  use  of  50  kHz  equip¬ 
ment  unreasonably,  we  are  nearing  the 
time  when  greater  utilization  of  these 
frequencies  should  be  made. 

8.  The  FCC  welcomes  the  submission 
of  comments  that  pertain  to  the  problem 
of  Unicom  and  will  consider  all  proposals 
which  may  assist  in  providing  a  solution. 


When  all  comments  have  been  received 
and  evaluated,  the  FCC  will  propose  one 
or  perhaps  two  workable  plans  which  will 
be  released  to  the  public  in  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking.  In  arriving  at  a 
design,  special  consideration  will  be  given 
to: 

a.  A  plan  which  Is  acceptable  to  the  major¬ 
ity  of  users; 

b.  Compatibility  of  adjacent  channel 
usage; 

c.  Longevity  of  equipment  usage; 

d.  Economy  of  transceiver  channel  replace¬ 
ment; 

e.  A  plan  which  can  be  implemented  in 
specific  phases;  and 

f.  Incentives  for  utilizing  50  kHz  and  25 
kHz  channels. 

The  plan  must  provide  service  to  the 
flying  public;  no  private  use  frequencies 
will  be  allocated,  i.e.,  all  Unicom  licensees 
must  serve  any  and  all  private  aircraft. 
There  will  be  no  new  services  provided, 
nor  is  it  planned  to  have  more  than  one 
advisory  at  a  field.  It  is  proposed  that 
the  program  will  be  primarily  optional 
and  dependent  upon  the  wishes  of  the 
users. 

9.  Interested  persons  who  desire  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  these,  or  related  mat¬ 
ters  may  do  so  on  or  before  November  15, 
1974.  Replies  to  any  suggestions  or  com¬ 
ments  may  be  submitted  not  later  than 
December  16,  1974.  All  relevant  and 
timely  comments,  replies,  or  other  rele¬ 
vant  information  before  the  Commission 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission 
before  taking  final  action  on  this  matter. 
An  original  and  14  copies  will  be  fur¬ 
nished  of  all  statements,  briefs,  or  com¬ 
ments  filed  in  response  to  this  Notice. 
Adopted:  July  31,  1974. 

Released:  August  9,  1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18659  Filed  8-13-74;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  19773] 

BROADCASTS  OF  SPORTS  EVENTS 

Report  and  Order  Regarding  Practices  of 
Licensees  and  Networks 

1.  By  notice  of  inquiry  in  the  above- 
captioned  proceeding,  41  FCC  2d  660, 
released  June  26,  1973,  the  Commission 
solicited  comment  and  information  on 
the  following  matters: 

(a)  The  extent  to  which  announcers  cov¬ 
ering  sports  events  are  chosen  and/or  paid 
by  parties  other  than  the  station  licensee 
or  network,  or  whose  choice  by  the  network 
or  licensee  is  subject  to  the  veto  of  any  other 
party; 

(b)  The  extent  to  which  such  announcers 
are  regular  salaried  employees  or  officials  of 
the  organizations  whose  sports  events  they 
broadcast; 

(c)  The  extent  to  which,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  set  forth  In  (a)  and  (b)  above, 
disclosure  Is  broadcast  of  the  relationship 
of  the  announcer  to  the  sports  promoter; 

(d)  The  extent  to  which  leagues,  ball 
clubs,  other  sports  promoters,  colleges,  col¬ 
lege  organizations  or  other  parties  other  than 
licensees  or  networks  have  exercised  control 


over  the  content  of  the  broadcasts  of  their 
athletic  events;  e.g.,  requiring  the  announcers 
to  promote  attendance,  praise  the  team.  Its 
players  or  the  organization  represented  by  the 
team,  or  to  criticize  other  parties;  preventing 
announcers  from  giving  accurate  weather 
reports  or  forecasts,  commenting  on  poor 
attendance,  criticizing  the  play  of  the  team, 

Its  players  or  referees,  umpires  or  other 
officials; 

(e)  The  extent  to  which  networks  and  li¬ 
censees  have  complied  with  the  requirements 
of  section  317  (b)  and  (c)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  under  circumstances  set  forth 
in  (a),  (b)  or  (d)  above,  and  the  extent  to 
which  section  508  of  the  Act  has  been  vio¬ 
lated  in  connection  with  sports  broadcasts; 
[footnote  omitted] 

(f)  The  extent  to  which  networks  or  li¬ 
censees  have  relinquished  control  over  their 
sports  programming  to  others,  or  have  sub¬ 
ordinated  the  public  Interest  to  their  private 
Interest  by  entering  Into  agreements  which 
tend  to  transfer  control  of  such  programming 
to  other  parties  or  which  permit  such  prac¬ 
tices  as  those  cited  in  (d)  above; 

(g)  The  extent  to  which  networks  or  sta¬ 
tions  may  have  engaged  in,  or  permitted 
others  to  engage  in,  deliberate  distortion  or 
suppression  of  news  In  sportscasts; 

(h)  Whether,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulatory  policies,  play-by-play 
broadcasts  of  sports  events  should  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  broadcasts  of  news.  [See  Letter  to 
ABC  et  al.  (Democratic  National  Conven¬ 
tion)  16  FCC  2d  650  (1969) ,  Hunger  In  Amer¬ 
ica,  20  FCC  2d  143  (1969) ,  Letter  to  Mrs.  J.  R. 
Paul,  26  FCC  2d  591  (1969)  ] ; 

(I)  Whether,  regardless  of  the  possible 
validity  of  claims  that  sports  events  are  not 
“news”  within  the  meaning  of  previous  Com¬ 
mission  rulings  on  staging  or  deliberate  dis¬ 
tortion  of  news,  the  public  Interest  Is  served 
by  the  practices  set  forth  In  (a)  and  (b) 
above  and  the  possible  consequences  of  such 
practices  set  forth  In  (d).  (e),  (f)  and  (g); 

(J)  In  the  light  of  the  facts  and  allegations 
set  forth  above,  what  policy  or  policies,  if 
any,  the  Commission  should  adopt  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  matters  set  forth  herein. 

2.  The  comments  filed  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing1  establish,  inter  alia,  that: 

(a)  It  Is  not  unusual  for  announcers  * 
covering  sports  events  to  be  chosen  and/or 
paid  by  parties  other  than  the  station  li¬ 
censee  or  network; 

(b)  It  is  common  practice  for  the  selection 
of  announcers  covering  sports  events  to  be 
subject  to  the  approval  of  parties  other  than 
the  station  licensee  or  network; 

(c)  It  is  common  practice  for  parties  other 
than  the  station  licensee  or  network  to 
place  restrictions  upon  the  networks’  or  li¬ 
censees’  choice  of  sports  announcers; 

(d)  Disclosure  of  any  relationship  between 
the  announcer  and  parties  other  than  the 
station  licensee  or  network  is  almost  never 
broadcast;  and 

(e)  It  Is  common  practice  for  parties  other 
than  the  station  licensee  or  network  to  re¬ 
quire  the  licensee  or  network  to  carry  or  not 
to  carry  certain  events,  programs,  and/or  pro¬ 
motional  materials  In  addition  to  the  sports 
events  themselves. 


1  A  list  of  parties  filing  comments  has  been 
attached  hereto  as  an  appendix.  (Appendix 
filed  as  part  of  the  original  document) . 

*  As  used  herein,  the  term  “announcers” 
refers  to  all  on-the-alr  broadcast  personnel 
engaged  In  the  presentation  of  descriptions 
of  athletic  events  and/or  providing  commen¬ 
tary  with  respect  to  those  events.  Such  an¬ 
nouncers  are  commonly  known  as  “play-by- 
play”  men,  "commentators,”  and/or  “color” 
men. 
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3.  Most  parties  filing  comments  in  this 
proceeding  are  of  the  opinion  that: 

(a)  Sections  317  and  608  of  the  Commu¬ 
nications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  are  not 
applicable  and/or  are  not  violated  by  the 
practices  outlined  In  the  notice  of  Inquiry; 

(b)  There  has  been  no  transfer  or  relin¬ 
quishment  of  control  over  sports  program¬ 
ming  by  networks  or  licensees; 

(c)  Networks  or  stations  have  not  engaged 
In,  nor  permitted  others  to  engage  In,  nor 
condoned,  deliberate  falsification,  distortion 
or  suppression  of  news  in  sportcasts;  and 

(d)  No  new  Commission  policies  or  regula¬ 
tions  are  needed  to  deal  with  the  matters 
set  forth  in  the  notice  of  Inquiry. 

Parties  filing  comments  are  divided  as  to 
whether,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulatory  policies,  play-by-play 
broadcasts  of  sports  events  should  be 
considered  as  broadcasts  of  news,  enter¬ 
tainment,  or  both. 

4.  It  is  well  established  that  a  licensee 
is  responsible  for  control  over  the  pro¬ 
gramming  of  its  station.*  Comments  filed 
in  this  proceeding  reveal  that  in  many 
cases  parties  other  than  the  station  li¬ 
censee  or  network  have  been  contrac¬ 
tually  accorded  a  right  to  select  or  veto 
the  selection  of  announcers  of  sports 
events.  Thus,  questions  are  raised  as  to 
the  degree  of  control  exercised  by  a  li¬ 
censee  or  network  over  sports  program¬ 
ming.  The  Commission  does  not  believe, 
however,  that  according  sports  organiza¬ 
tions  a  voice  in  the  selection  of  personnel 
to  announce  their  events,  in  itself,  neces¬ 
sarily  results  in  the  abdication  of  a 
licensee’s  responsibilities.  A  licensee  still 
can,  if  it  so  insists,  retain  effective  con¬ 
trol  oyer  programming  under  such  cir¬ 
cumstances.  Therefore,  on  the  basis  of 
information  presently  before  it,  the  Com¬ 
mission  believes  that  the  public  interest 
will  best  be  served,  not  by  flatly  prohibit¬ 
ing  such  arrangements,  but  rather  by 
requiring  licensees  to  disclose  publicly 
and  prominently  during  each  broadcast 
the  existence  of  such  arrangements.  The 
Commission  feels  that  a  disclosure  re¬ 
quirement  will  prevent  public  deception 
as  to  possible  lack  of  objectivity  based 
upon  the  private  interest  of  the  an¬ 
nouncer.  Such  disclosure  appears  to  be 
fully  consistent  with  existing  Commis¬ 
sion  policy  and  precedent.4 

5.  Although  the  Commission  is  not  pro¬ 
hibiting  the  grant  to  third  parties  of  a 
voice  in  the  selection  of  sports  announc¬ 
ers,  it  is  emphasized  that  licensees  have 


*  Report  and  Statement  of  Policy  lie :  Com¬ 
mission  En  Banc  Programming  Inquiry,  44 
FCC  2303,  2308-9,  2313  (I960);  Palmetto 
Broadcasting  Co.,  33  PCC  250  (1962),  recon¬ 
sideration  denied  34  PCC  101  (1963),  affirmed 
sub  nom.  Robinson  v.  FCC,  334  F.  2d  634 
(1964) ,  cert,  denied  379  U.S.  843  (1964) ;  Carol 
Music,  Inc.,  37  FCC  379,  382  (1964) ,  reconsid¬ 
eration  denied  37  FCC  979  (1964) ;  The  Noble 
Broadcasting  Corp.,  1  FCC  2d  154, 159  (1965) ; 
Programming  Policies  (Alabama  Educational 
Television  Commission) ,  25  FCC  2d  342,  343 
(1970),  reconsideration  granted  In  part  on 
other  grounds  33  FCC  2d  495  (1972) . 

4  See,  e.g..  Cross  Telecasting  Inc.,  14  FCC  2d 
239  (1968);  Letter  to  NBC,  14  FCC  2d  713 
(1968);  Letter  to  WCMP  Broadcasting  Co.,  41 
FCC  2d  201  (1973). 


a  responsibility  to  refrain  from  engag¬ 
ing  in,  or  permitting  others  to  engage  in, 
deliberate  falsification,  distortion  or  sup¬ 
pression  of  facts.  The  Commission  also 
stresses  that  this  responsibility  involves 
the  exercise  of  diligence  on  the  part  of  the 
licensee  to  prevent  announcers  employed 
or  selected  by  others  from  engaging  in 
such  practices  as  have  been  alleged  in 
certain  instances.*  For  purposes  of  its 
regulatory  policies,  the  Commission  be¬ 
lieves  it  makes  no  difference  whether 
broadcasts  of  sports  events  are  considered 
as  news  or  entertainment.  In  either  case, 
the  Commission  has  consistently  held 
that  it  is  the  licensee’s  responsibility  to 
refrain  from  engaging  or  permitting 
others  to  engage  in  substantial  deception 
of  the  public  by  deliberate  falsification, 
distortion  or  suppression  of  facts.  See, 
e.g..  Letter  to  NBC,  12  FCC  2d  778  (1968) , 
and  Letter  to  NBC,  14  FCC  2d  976  (1968) , 
which  dealt  with  entertainment  pro¬ 
grams  such  as  “Golden  Globe  Awards.” 
“Hollywood  Squares”  and  “PDQ.”  Finally, 
although  it  may  not  be  deliberate  distor¬ 
tion  for  an  announcer  to  give  inordinate 
praise  to  the  home  team  and  its  players 
and  to  minimize  their  failings,  it  should 
be  noted  that  many  of  the  allegations  of 
distortion  or  suppression  outlined  In  the 
notice  of  inquiry  went  far  beyond  gen¬ 
eral  home-team  bias  on  the  part  of  the 
announcer. 

6.  Accordingly,  licensees  and  networks 
are  hereby  notified  that,  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  16,  1974,  they  will  be  required  to  dis¬ 
close  clearly,  publicly  and  prominently 
during  each  broadcast  of  an  athletic 
event,  the  existence  of  any  arrangement 
whereby  announcers  broadcasting  that 
event  may  be,  directly  or  indirectly, 
chosen,  paid,  approved  and/or  removed 
by  parties  other  than  the  licensee  and/or 
network  upon  which  that  event  is  broad¬ 
cast.  Further,  licensees  and  networks  are 
reminded  of  their  responsibility  to  re¬ 
frain  from  engaging  in,  or  permitting 
others  to  engage  in,  deliberate  falsifica¬ 
tion,  distortion  or  suppression  of  facts. 

7.  It  is  ordered.  That  this  proceeding  is 
terminated. 

Adopted:  July  31,  1974. 

Released.  August  9,  1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mtjllins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18658  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  19978,  File  No.  BPH-8055  et  al.] 

KOWL,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Application  for  Construction  Permits; 
Correction 

In  re  applications  of  KOWL,  Inc., 
South  Lake  Tahoe,  California,  Docket 


■See  paragraphs  3  and  5(d)  of  the  notice 
of  inquiry  and  certain  comments  filed  In  thin 
proceeding;  e.g.,  comments  of  Shelby  Whit¬ 
field.  Avco  Broadcasting  Corporation 
(WWDC-AM-FM)  and  the  Major  League 
Baseball  Flayers  Association. 


No.  19978,  File  No.  BPH-8055  ;  New  World 
Broadcasting  Co.,  South  Lake  Tahoe, 
California,  Docket  No.  19979,  File  No. 
BPH-8077;  Entertainment  Enterprises, 
Inc.,  South  Lake  Tahoe,  California. 
Docket  No.  19980,  File  No.  BPH-8117;  for 
construction  permits. 

The  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
of  the  Review  Board  in  this  proceeding 
(39  FR  27349)  (FCC  74R-259,  released 
July  19,  1974),  is  corrected  as  follows: 

Paragraph  1,  first  sentence:  change 
39  FR  12846  to  39  FR  12786. 

Paragraph  2,  sentence  7  and  footnote 
2:  change  August  23,  1971  to  August  23, 
1972. 

Released:  July  26, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  74-18661  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am[ 


[Docket  Nos.  18791,  18792;  File  Nos.  BRCT  - 
54,  BPCT— 428] 

WTAR  RADIO-TV  CORP.  AND  HAMPTON 
ROADS  TELEVISION  CORP. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Enlarging  Issues 

In  re  applications  of:  WTAR  Radio- 
TV  Corp.  (WTAR-TV) ,  Norfolk,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  for  renewal  of  broadcast  license; 
and  Hampton  Roads  Television  Corp., 
Norfolk,  Virginia,  for  construction  per¬ 
mit  for  new  television  broadcast  station. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration:  (a)  A  petition  for  leave  to 
amend  its  renewal  application  filed  by 
WTAR  Radio-TV  Corporation  (WTAR) 
on  April  27,  1973;  (b)  an  opposition  to 
that  petition,  filed  by  competing  appli¬ 
cant  Hampton  Roads  Television  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Hampton  Roads)  on  May  10. 
1973;  (c)  a  reply  to  Hampton  Roads’ 
opposition,  filed  by  WTAR  on  May  18. 
1973;  (d)  a  petition  to  enlarge  issues  and 
reopen  the  record,  filed  by  Hampton 
Roads  on  May  10,  1973;  (e)  an  opposi¬ 
tion  to  Hampton  Roads’  petition,  filed 
by  WTAR  on  May  18, 1973  ;  (f)  comments 
on  Hampton  Roads’  petition,  filed  by  the 
Broadcast  Bureau  (Bureau)  on  May  23. 
1973;  and  (g)  a  reply  to  WTAR’s  oppo¬ 
sition  and  the  Bureau’s  comments,  filed 
by  Hampton  Roads  on  June  1,  1973. 

2.  In  his  Initial  Decision  issued  on 
March  21,  1973,  Administrative  Law- 
Judge  David  I.  Kraushaar  proposed  the 
renewal  of  WTAR’s  license  on  compara¬ 
tive  grounds,  FCC  73D-12.  On  April  27, 
1973,  WTAR  submitted  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  a  petition  pursuant  to  §  1.65  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  requesting  leave  to 
amend  its  application  for  renewal  in  or¬ 
der  to  reflect  a  change  in  its  corporate 
officers.  WTAR  states  that  on  April  1, 
1973,  William  A.  Gietz  replaced  Lee  Cole¬ 
man  Kitchin  as  president  of  WTAR,  and 
that  a  substitution  of  Gietz’s  name  for 
that  of  Kitchin  is  therefore  necessary  in 
WTAR’s  renewal  application.  The  peti¬ 
tion  further  asserts  that  no  compara¬ 
tive  advantage  to  WTAR  would  result 
from  a  grant  of  the  amendment.  In  its 
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opposition  to  the  petition  for  leave  to 
amend,  Hampton  Roads  asserts  that  the 
decision  to  replace  Kitchin  was  made 
some  time  prior  to  January  30,  1973; 1 
that  the  decision  was  of  decisional  sig¬ 
nificance  in  this  proceeding,  since  it  al¬ 
tered  WTAR’s  integration  proposal;  that 
Section  1.65  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
required  that  the  decision  be  reported 
within  30  days  after  it  was  made;  and 
that  the  amendment  is  therefore  un¬ 
timely  and  should  be  rejected.  Hampton 
Roads  also  asserts  that  leave  to  amend 
should  be  denied  because  WTAR  has 
failed  to  show  good  cause  for  amend¬ 
ment  as  required  by  §  1.522  of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules.  WTAR  replies  that  the 
information  in  its  application  became  in¬ 
accurate  only  after  March  29, 1973,  when 
its  Board  of  Directors  passed  a  resolution 
effecting  the  change  in  officers;  that  the 
Commission  was  properly  notified  of  the 
change  within  30  days  of  that  date;  that, 
in  any  event,  the  fact  that  a  §  1.65  issue 
is  raised  does  not  prohibit  the  acceptance 
of  the  amendment;  and  that  it  has  shown 
good  cause  for  the  amendment,  since  it 
was  required  by  §  1.65  to  file  the  instant 
amendment. 

3.  On  May  10,  1973,  Hampton  Roads 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  petition  re¬ 
questing  that  the  issues  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  be  enlarged  by  the  addition  of  a 
§  1.65  issue  and  a  misrepresentation  is¬ 
sue,  and  that  the  record  be  reopened  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  evidence  on  such 
issues  as  well  as  to  determine  the  effect 
of  the  resignation  and  replacement  of 
WTAR’s  president  on  WTAR’s  integra¬ 
tion  proposal,  Hampton  Roads  again 
contends  that  WTAR  made  its  decision 
to  replace  Kitchin  sometime  before  Jan¬ 
uary  30,  1973;  and  that  WTAR  failed  to 
report  timely  this  change  in  its  inten¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  §  1.65  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  rules.  Hampton  Roads  also  as¬ 
serts  that  because  integration  credit  was 
specifically  claimed  for  Kitchin’s  par¬ 
ticipation  in  WTAR’s  day-to-day  opera¬ 
tions  in  proposed  findings  and  reply 
findings  filed  by  WTAR  on  February  2 
and  March  2,  1973,  there  should  be  an 
exploration  on  the  record  to  determine 
whether  WTAR  intentionally  misrep¬ 
resented  its  intergration  intentions  in  its 
proposed  findings.  Hampton  Roads  as¬ 
serts  that  WTAR  was  given  credit  in  the 
Initial  Decision  for  Kitchin’s  stock 
ownership  in  WTAR,  his  full  time  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  management  of  the 
station,  his  civic  involvement,  and  his 
past  broadcast  experience;  that  any  com¬ 
parative  advantage  gained  by  WTAR  as 
a  result  of  Kitchin’s  participation  in 
station  management  must  necessarily  be 
lost  by  his  replacement;  and  therefore 
the  overall  weight  given  to  WTAR’s  in¬ 
tegration  proposal  must  be  reassessed  on 
a  reopened  record.  The  petitioner  con¬ 
tends  that  its  evidence  is  new  and  could 
not  have  been  discovered  with  due  dili¬ 
gence  because  Kitchin’s  replacement  was 


1  Attached  to  the  opposition  is  a  news¬ 
paper  article  from  The  Greensboro  Record, 
dated  January  30,  1973,  announcing  the 
transfers  and  the  reorganization  of  Land¬ 
mark  Communications,  Inc.,  parent  of  WTAR. 


effectuated  after  the  record  was  closed, 
and  that  the  change  was  of  decisional 
significance  because  WTAR’s  integration 
proposal  has  been  substantially  altered. 
Hampton  Roads  asserts  it  has  therefore 
met  the  procedural  test  of  The  News-Sun 
Broadcasting  Co.,  27  FCC  2d  61  (1971), 
for  support  of  a  petition  to  reopen  the 
record,  and  cites  several  recent  decisions 
in  which  the  Commission  reopened  the 
record  to  receive  new  evidence  on  mat¬ 
ters  of  decisional  significance.2 

4.  In  opposition,  WTAR  again  urges 
that  the  material  in  its  application  re¬ 
mained  substantially  accurate  until 
March  29,  1973,  the  date  when  its  Board 
of  Directors  passed  a  resolution  effec¬ 
tuating  the  change  in  its  presidency, 
and  that  its  amendment,  filed  April  27, 
1973,  properly  came  within  30  days  of 
that  date.  WTAR  also  opposes  addition  of 
a  misrepresentation  issue  on  the  ground 
that  when  it  filed  its  proposed  findings 
in  February  and  early  March,  1973,  the 
facts  were  still  as  stated  in  its  renewal 
application  and  in  the  hearing  record. 
Opposing  Hampton  Road’s  request  to  re¬ 
open  the  record  to  reexamine  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judge’s  resolution  of  the 
integration  issue,  WTAR  interprets  The 
News-Sun  Broadcasting  Co.,  supra,  as 
requiring  unusual  and  compelling  cir¬ 
cumstances  to  overcome  the  need  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  finality  in  administrative 
proceedings,  circumstances  which  it 
urges  that  Hampton  Roads  has  failed  to 
show.  Referring  to  two  Norfolk  news¬ 
paper  articles  of  January  30,  1973,*  an¬ 
nouncing  the  impending  WTAR  man¬ 
agement  change,  WTAR  argues  that 
Hampton  Roads’  petition  is  not  sup¬ 
ported  by  newly  discovered  evidence  be¬ 
cause  five  of  the  principals  of  Hampton 
Roads  live  in  Norfolk  and  must  have 
been  aware  of  the  articles.  Also,  it 
urges  that  the  change  in  its  presidency 
is  not  of  decisional  significance  because 
the  record  shows  that  Gietz  had  the 
same  ownership  interest  in  the  corporate 
licensee  of  WTAR  as  Kitchin,  and  the 
facts  relating  to  WTAR’s  integration  of 
ownership  and  management  remain  es¬ 
sentially  the  same.4 

Finally,  relying  on  Wilson  and  Co.  v. 
FCC.  335  F.  2d  788  (1964) ,  WTAR  argues 
that  the  need  for  administrative  finality 
outweighs  any  need  for  reexamination  of 
the  findings  and  conclusions  of  the 
Initial  Decision  because  the  instant  ques¬ 
tion  involves  neither  newly  discovered 
evidence  relating  to  the  basic  qualifica- 


2  Hampton  Roads  cites  Chapman  Radio 
and  Television  Co.,  34  FCC  2d  159  (1972); 
Dupage  County  Broadcasting,  Inc.,  21  FCC 
2d  395  (1970);  Athens  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc., 
27  FCC  2d  7  (1971);  Chapman  Radio  and 
Television  Co.,  24  FCC  2d  282  (1970);  Brlns- 
field  Eroadcasting  Co.,  21  FCC  2d  707  (1970); 
and  News-Sun  Broadcasting  Co.,  19  FCC  2d 
955  (1969). 

*  Attached  to  WTAR’s  opposition  to  Hamp¬ 
ton  Roads’  petition  to  enlarge  issues  and  re¬ 
open  the  record  are  newspaper  articles  from 
The  Virginian-Pilot  and  The  Ledger-Star. 

4  WTAR  also  cites  references  in  the  news¬ 
paper  announcements  to  Gletz’s  broadcast 
experience.  We  shall  not  consider  this,  since 
it  is  premised  on  extra-record  assertions  in¬ 
capable  of  record  verification. 


tions  of  the  applicant  nor  serious  public 
interest  considerations  outweighing  the 
public  interest  inherent  in  the  expe¬ 
ditious  disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

5.  In  its  comments,  the  Bureau  first 
asserts  that  Hampton  Roads  failed  to 
seek  enlargement  of  the  issues  promptly 
upon  expiration  of  a  30-day  period  run¬ 
ning  from  the  date  of  publication  of  the 
newspaper  article  reporting  Kitchin’s  re¬ 
placement,  and  has  failed  to  justify  the 
delay  as  required  by  §  1.229(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules.  Next,  the  Bureau 
contends  that  WTAR’s  amendment  was 
timely  filed  because  the  operative  date 
for  amendment  was  30  days  from  the 
actual  change  in  personnel.  The  Bureau 
also  contends  that  under  Moline  Televi¬ 
sion  Corp.,  31  FCC  2d  263  (1971)  integra¬ 
tion  of  ownership  and  management  is  of 
secondary  importance  and  as  a  practical 
matter  in  this  case  was  not  of  such  deci¬ 
sional  significance  as  to  require  report¬ 
ing  under  §  1.65  of  the  Commission’s 
rules.  The  Bureau  also  argues  that 
Hampton  Road’s  interpretation  of  sec¬ 
tion  1.65,  that  it  requires  reporting  of 
any  intent  to  make  a  substantial  change, 
would  require  subjective  determinations 
of  what  constitutes  an  intention  to  effec¬ 
tuate  a  change  and  would  confuse  the 
reporting  obligation  of  §  1.65.  Finally, 
the  Bureau  opposes  the  addition  of  a 
misrepresentation  issue  because  WTAR’s 
pleadings  were  properly  based  on  the 
record  evidence  and  constitute  an  ac¬ 
curate  reflection  of  that  record. 

6.  As  we  made  clear  in  our  Memoran¬ 
dum  Opinion  and  Order  adopting  §  1.65 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  FCC  64-1037, 

3  RR  2d  1622,  released  December  22, 1964, 
the  fact  that  an  applicant  is  required  by 
§  1.65  to  file  an  amendment  is,  by  itself, 
no  assurance  that  the  amendment  will  be 
accepted.  See  also  Grayson  Television 
Co.,  Inc.,  11  FCC  2d  881  (1968).  There¬ 
fore,  before  the  pending  amendment  can 
be  accepted,  we  must  determine  whether 
WTAR  has  shown  the  “good  cause”  re¬ 
quired  by  §  1.522  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  for  a  post- designation  amend¬ 
ment.5  Sands  Broadcasting  Corp.,  FCC 
61M-1218,  22  RR  106,  released  July  1, 
1961,  authoritatively  analyzed  the  cri¬ 
teria  accepted  for  establishing  good 
cause  for  amendment,  and  we  shall  ap¬ 
ply  those  criteria  in  the  present  case. 
WTAR  could  not  have  amended  its  ap¬ 
plication  prior  to  the  formal  action  of  its 
Board  of  Directors  adopting  the  change 
in  its  presidency.  Thus  WTAR  acted  with 
due  diligence  in  filing  its  amendment 
within  30  days  of  its  Board  meeting. 
Neither  new  parties  nor  new  issues  will 
be  required  as  a  result  of  the  amend¬ 
ment.®  Although  the  need  to  amend  re- 


6  Contrary  to  Hampton  Road’s  thesis,  viola¬ 
tion  of  Section  1 .65  Is,  In  and  of  Itself,  no  bar 
to  acceptance  of  an  amendment.  RKO  Gen¬ 
eral,  Inc.,  31  FCC  2d  919  (1971) .  In  any  event, 
the  Section  1.65  violation  arises  from  WTAR’s 
failure  to  notify  the  Commission  of  Its  an¬ 
nounced  plan  to  transfer  Kitchin,  not  from 
Its  failure  to  file  the  Instant  amendment.  See 
discussion,  infra. 

•The  action  we  take.  Infra,  would  be  re¬ 
quired  whether  or  not  the  amendment  Is 
granted. 
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suited  from  WTAR’s  voluntary  action, 
neither  Hampton  Roads  nor  the  Bureau 
will  be  unfairly  prejudiced  by  the  action 
we  take  today.  Nor  will  WTAR  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  gain  a  comparative  advantage 
as  a  result  of  the  amendment.  No  one  of 
the  above  criteria  is  of  decisive  signifi¬ 
cance  in  the  present  case.  Thus,  upon 
weighing  both  the  positive  and  negative 
factors  under  the  Sands  test  and  giving 
greatest  weight  to  the  lack  of  prejudice 
to  the  other  parties,  we  have  concluded 
that  leave  to  amend  should  be  granted. 

7.  WTAR  is  correct  in  its  contention 
that  it  did  not  violate  §  1.65  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  when  it  filed  the  instant 
petition  for  leave  to  amend  within  30 
days  of  the  Board  of  Directors’  formal 
resolution  replacing  Kitchin  with  Gietz. 
Applicants  are  required  by  §  1.65  to 
amend  their  pending  applications  when 
the  information  furnished  in  that  appli¬ 
cation  is  no  longer  substantially  accurate 
and  complete  in  all  significant  respects. 
The  only  information  in  WTAR’s  renewal 
application  affected  by  its  action  was  the 
list  of  persons  who  determine  day-to-day 
programming,  make  decisions  and/or 
direct  the  operation  of  WTAR.  The  ap¬ 
plication  does  not  contain  any  proposals 
as  to  WTAR’s  future  integration  of 
ownership  and  management.  Therefore, 
WTAR’s  duty  of  amendment  pursuant 
to  5 1.65  arose  only  after  the  formal 
action  of  its  Board  of  Directors  when 
Kitchin  relinquished  his  duties  and  was 
replaced  by  Gietz.  Although  §  1.65  re¬ 
quires  amendment  “as  promptly  as  pos¬ 
sible”  and  establishes  an  outer  limit  of 
30  days,  we  have  concluded  that  WTAR’s 
amendment,  filed  29  days  after  formal 
Board  of  Directors  action,  was  not  so 
tardy  as  to  constitute  a  possible  violation 
of  §  1.65  for  failure  to  amend. 

8.  Section  1.65  requires,  however,  in 
addition  to  prompt  amendment  of  a 
pending  application,  that 

•  *  *  [w]henever  there  has  been  a  sub¬ 
stantial  change  as  to  any  other  matter  which 
may  be  of  decisional  significance  in  a  Com¬ 
mission  proceeding  involving  the  pending  ap¬ 
plication,  the  applicant  shall  as  promptly 
as  possible  and  in  any  event  within  30  days, 
unless  good  cause  is  shown,  submit  a  state¬ 
ment  furnishing  such  additional  or  corrected 
Information  as  shall  be  appropriate.  *  »  • 

9.  The  fact  that  Kitchin  was  to  relin¬ 
quish  his  duties  as  president  of  WTAR 
was  announced  in  articles  published  Jan¬ 
uary  30,  1973,  in  three  newspapers  con¬ 
trolled  by  Landmark  Communications, 
Inc.  (Landmark) ,  parent  of  WTAR.’  The 
articles  concerned  a  reorganization  of 
the  newspaper  and  broadcast  divisions  of 
Landmark  which,  according  to  one 


» Landmark  is  the  publisher  of  The  Vir¬ 
ginian-Pilot  and  the  Ledger-Star  in  Norfolk, 
Virginia.  It  is  also  the  parent  of  the  Greens¬ 
boro  News  Company,  publishers  of  The 
Greensboro  Record,  in  Greensboro,  North 
Carolina. 


paper,"  had  been  announced  the  previous 
day.  Two  of  the  articles*  stated  that 
under  a  new  policy  of  separating  editorial 
and  business  responsibilities  In  the  news¬ 
paper  area.  Lee  Kitchin  had  been  elected 
president  of  the  Times- World  Corpora¬ 
tion,  publishers  of  The  Roanoke  Times 
and  the  World  News.  Moreover,  not  only 
was  it  announced  that  Kitchin  had  been 
elected  president  of  another  entity,  but 
it  was  made  clear  that  he  would  cease  to 
be  president  of  WTAR  and  would  not  be 
integrated  into  the  station’s  operations 
at  all.  The  articles  further  stated  that 
the  reorganization  included  a  “manage¬ 
ment  change”  in  Landmark's  broadcast¬ 
ing  stations  and  that  Gietz  had  been 
elected  president  of  WTAR  while  remain¬ 
ing  president  of  WFMY-TV  in  Greens¬ 
boro,  N.C.  Thus  it  was  clear  on  Janu¬ 
ary  30,  1973,  that  Kitchin  would  assume 
new  duties  in  the  Landmark  organization, 
that  he  would  cease  to  be  part  of  the 
management  of  WTAR,  and  that  the 
integration  proposal  on  which  WTAR 
continued  to  rely  was  no  longer  accurate. 

10.  We  need  not  hold  here  that  a  “mere 
intention”  to  make  a  change  in  manage¬ 
ment  is  enough  to  require  under  §  1.65 
that  the  Commission  be  advised.  Nor  do 
we  think  it  crucial  whether  the  an¬ 
nouncement  in  the  newspaper  accurately 
reflected  what  had  already  been  accom¬ 
plished.  The  announcement,  which  was 
attributed  to  Frank  Batten,  the  Chair¬ 
man  and  Chief  Executive  Officer1®  of 
Landmark,  which  controls  the  licensee, 
stated  that  Kitchin  and  Gietz  had  been 
elected.  Thus  Landmark  voluntarily  and 
publicly  announced  in  its  own  newspapers 
that  Kitchin  had  been  chosen  for  a  new 
position  and  that  his  successor  at  WTAR 
had  already  been  selected.  Under  these 
circumstances,  we  believe  that  WTAR 
knew  of  and  failed  to  report  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  “substantial  change”  within 
the  meaning  of  §  1.65  of  the  Commission’s 
rules. 11 

11.  We  also  believe  that  Landmark’s 
announced  decision  to  replace  WTAR’s 
president  may  be  of  decisional  signifi¬ 
cance  in  this  proceeding.  In  our  Memo¬ 
randum  Opinion  and  Order  adopting 
§  1.65,  supra,  we  made  clear  that  we  con- 
sidered  substantial  changes  in  an  appli¬ 
cant’s  integration  proposal  to  be  of  de¬ 
cisional  significance : 


8  The  article  in  The  Virginian-Pilot. 

•The  articles  were  published  in  The  Vir¬ 
ginian-Pilot  and  the  Ledger  Star. 

10  Tire  record  reveals  that  Landmark  is  con¬ 
trolled  (66.7  percent  of  the  voting  shares) 
by  Landmark  Securities,  Inc.,  of  which  Bat¬ 
ten  is  President  and  a  33.7  percent  voting 
shareholder.  Batten  is  also  a  trustee  of  a 
trust  holding  27.2  per  cent  of  the  voting 
shares  of  Landmark  Securities,  Inc. 

n  Assuming  that  Hampton  Roads’  princi¬ 
pals  probably  saw  the  January  30,  1973,  ar¬ 
ticles  in  the  Norfolk  newspapers,  as  WTAR 
and  the  Bureau  contend,  Hampton  Roads 
had  no  obligation  to  inform  the  Commission 
of  WTAR’s  plans  at  that  time.  WTAR  had 
until  March  2,  1973,  to  comply  with  $  1.65. 
Even  if  Hampton  Roads  could  be  considered 
dilatory  for  filing  its  petition  to  enlarge  is¬ 
sues  10  weeks  later,  on  May  10,  the  issues  are 
sufficiently  to  the  public  interest  for  the  com¬ 
mission  to  act  on  its  own  motion. 


In  general,  applicants  should  report  any 
substantial  change  in  circumstances  pertain¬ 
ing  to  •  •  •  factors  urged  as  a  basis 
for  •  •  •  a  comparative  preference.  In  broad¬ 
casting  cases.  It  Is  clear  that  an  applicant 
Bhould  report  •  •  •  changes  in  plans  as 
to  •  •  *  integration  of  ownership  with  man¬ 
agement. 

In  the  Initial  Decision  in  this  case, 
WTAR  was  given  a  slight  preference  for 
qualitatively  superior  integration  of  own¬ 
ership  with  management.  WTAR  was 
credited,  inter  alia,  with  Kitchin’s  inte¬ 
gration  into  its  day-to-day  operations 
and  with  his  extensive  broadcast  experi¬ 
ence,  local  residence,  and  civic  involve¬ 
ment.  It  is  apparent  from  the  record  that 
Gietz’  ownership  interest  in  Landmark 
is  identical  to  that  held  by  Kitchin.  The 
record  does  not  reveal,  however,  Gietz’ 
broadcast  experience,  residence,  or  civic 
involvement.  The  newspaper  articles12 
before  us  state  that  Gietz  will  continue  as 
president  of  WFMY-TV  in  Greensboro, 
N.C.,  will  become  president  of  WTAR 
and  will  “*  *  *  head  a  newly  created 
Landmark  Broadcasting  Division  com¬ 
prised  of  the  stations  in  Norfolk  and 
Greensboro.”  This  information  raises 
the  question  of  whether  Gietz  will  be  in¬ 
volved  full-time  in  the  day-to-day  oper¬ 
ations  of  WTAR,  as  was  Kitchin. 

12.  Should  Gietz  be  found  inferior  to 
Kitchin  on  any  of  these  qualities,  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge’s  conclusions 
on  the  overall  integration  factor  could 
possibly  change.  Although  integration 
was  not  the  only  basis  relied  on  by  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  his  pro¬ 
posed  grant  to  WTAR,  it  could  become 
decisive  if  the  other  bases  of  his  ultimate 
conclusion  are  modified  or  rejected  by 
the  Commission  on  exceptions  to  the  Ini¬ 
tial  Decision.  Therefore  Landmark’s  plan 
to  replace  WTAR’s  president  must  be 
considered  decisionally  significant  at  this 
point  in  the  proceeding:  When  the  facts 
with  respect  to  Gietz’s  qualifications  and 
the  circumstances  of  WTAR’s  failure  to 
comply  with  §  1.65  are  made  a  matter  of 
record,  the  Administrative  Law  Judge 
can  then  determine  the  extent  to  which 
his  findings  affect  WTAR’s  qualifications. 
Thus  we  have  concluded  that  a  §  1.65  is¬ 
sue  should  be  added  against  WTAR.  The 
findings  under  that  issue  should  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  determining  WTAR's  basic 
qualifications,  and  if  WTAR  is  found 
to  be  basically  qualified,  in  evaluating 
WTAR  comparatively  with  the  compet¬ 
ing  applicant. 

13.  In  reaching  this  conclusion,  we  are 
not  following  the  Bureau’s  suggestion 
that  WTAR  must  be  judged  solely  on  its 
past  broadcast  record  and  that  WTAR’s 
integration  is  therefore  not  of  decisional 
significance.  Integration  of  ownership 
creates  a  presumption  that  proposed 
policies  are  more  likely  to  be  carried  out 
by  an  applicant  whose  beneficial  owners 
take  an  active  part  than  by  an  applicant 
whose  owners  will  not  participate  ac¬ 
tively  in  the  management  of  a  station. 
The  Bureau’s  argument  is  premised  on 
the  assumption  that  this  presumption 


“The  articles  are  in  The  Virginian  Pilot 
and  the  Ledger  Star. 
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need  not  be  Invoked  where  a  record  Is 
available  establishing  the  capabilities  at 
the  management  employed  by  the  pro¬ 
spective  licensee  to  carry  oat  established 
policies.  The  change  In  management  In 
the  instant  case,  however,  removes  this 
assumption  of  continuity  of  performance. 
The  Administrative  Law  Judge  found 
that  Kitchin,  as  WTAR’s  president,  had 
the  final  authority  to  approve  all  pro¬ 
gramming,  was  In  charge  of  budgeting, 
and  was  in  charge  of  all  the  internal 
policies  and  operating  procedures  of 
WTAR.  Assuming  that  Gletz  had  similar 
duties,  and  no  others,  there  Is  no  assur¬ 
ance  that  his  performance  will  duplicate 
that  of  Kitchin,  since  the  two  men  pre¬ 
sumably  have  different  values  and  abili¬ 
ties.  We  note  that  the  1965  Policy  State¬ 
ment  on  Comparative  Broadcast  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  1  FCC  2d  393,  will  govern  the 
introduction  of  evidence  here,  and  we 
will  adhere  to  the  practice  of  permitting 
the  parties  to  argue  the  weight  to  be 
accorded  the  various  comparative 
criteria.” 

14.  We  agree  with  WTAR  that  a  mis¬ 
representation  Issue  is  not  warranted  by 
Its  actions.  Proposed  findings,  by  their 
very  nature,  are  restricted  to  a  reflection 
of  the  record  evidence  in  a  proceeding. 
Since  the  record  on  the  dates  on  which 
WTAR  filed  its  proposed  findings  did 
not  reflect  WTAR’s  plan  to  replace 
Kitchin,  those  findings  correctly  reflect 
that  record  and  do  not  constitute  mis¬ 
representations.  Inherent  in  WTAR’s 
actions,  however,  is  the  possibility  of  an 
intent  to  mislead.  In  Carol  Music,  Inc., 
37  FCC  379,  3  RR  2d  477  (1964),  the 
Commission  revoked  the  license  of  an 
FM  station  that,  inter  alia,  changed  its 
program  format  shortly  after  renewal  to 
a  storecasting  format,  contrary  to  the 
program  proposals  made  in  its  renewal 
application.  In  our  view  the  filing  of 
proposed  findings  containing  representa¬ 
tions  as  to  the  applicant’s  future  plans 
which,  while  reflecting  the  record,  are  no 
longer  accurate,  is  sufficiently  serious  to 


“  Belo  Broadcasting  Corp.,  FCC  74-673,  re¬ 
leased  June  28,  1974. 


waramt  an  inquiry  into  possible  lack  of 
candor  by  the  licensee.  We  shall  there¬ 
fore  add  a  lack  of  candor  issue  against 
WTAR  and  findings  under  that  issue 
will  be  considered  in  determining 
WTAR’s  basic  qualifications,  and,  if 
WTAR  is  determined  to  be  basically 
qualified,  in  evaluating  WTAR  compara¬ 
tively  with  the  competing  applicant, 
Hampton  Roads. 

15.  Finally,  we  shall  remand  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  the  Administrative  Law  Judge 
for  further  hearings  and  a  Supplemen¬ 
tary  Initial  Decision  containing  a  re- 
evaluation  of  his  findings  and  conclusions 
on  the  integration  factor.  While  Gietz’s 
broadcast  experience,  residence,  com¬ 
munity  and  civic  involvement,  and  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  day-to-day  operations 
of  WTAR  cannot  be  considered  to  the 
extent  they  surpass  the  credit  given  to 
WTAR  for  Kitchin’s  qualities,  they  can 
be  considered  to  the  extent  that  they 
are  comparatively  inferior  to  those  of 
Kitchin.  Thus,  while  WTAR  may  not 
improve  its  comparative  position  by  the 
change  in  its  presidency,  it  must  be 
charged  with  any  detrimental  effect  of 
the  change.  While  the  record  does  reveal 
Gietz’s  ownership  interest  in  Landmark, 
it  does  not  reveal  his  broadcast  experi¬ 
ence,  residence,  or  civic  involvement.  In 
view  of  our  decision,  supra,  to  remand 
this  proceeding  for  hearing  cm  enlarged 
issues,  and  in  an  effort  to  insure  proce¬ 
dural  fairness,  we  believe  that  Hampton 
Roads  should  be  given  the  opportunity  to 
test  Gietz’s  qualifications  upon  remand. 
See  Chapman  Radio  and  Television,  25 
FCC  2d  855  (1970). 

16.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
the  Petition  for  Leave  to  Amend  filed 
by  WTAR  Radlo-TV  Corporation  on 
April  27,  1973,  is  granted  and  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  WTAR  Radio-TV  Corporation 
is  hereby  amended  to  delete  the  name  of 
Lee  Coleman  Kitchin  as  President  at 
Section  IV-B,  Part  VI,  Paragraph  21,  and 
to  substitute  therefor  the  name  of  Wil¬ 
liam  A.  Gietz;  and 

17.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
Petition  to  Enlarge  Issues  and  Reopen 
the  Record  filed  by  Hampton  Roads 


Television  Corporation  on  May  10,  1973, 
is  granted  to  the  extent  set  forth  below, 
and  is  denied  in  all  other  respects;  and 

18.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  is¬ 
sues  in  this  proceeding  are  enlarged  by 
the  addition  of  the  following  issues: 

(&)  To  determine  the  circumstances  of 
the  failure  of  WTAB  Radlo-TV  Corporation 
(WTAR)  to  advise  the  Commission  timely  of 
the  change  In  Its  Integration  proposal  as 
required  by  f  1.65;  to  consider  the  effect  of 
these  findings  on  WTAR’s  basic  qualifica¬ 
tions;  and  If  WTAR  be  found  basically  quali¬ 
fied,  to  determine  the  effect  of  these  find¬ 
ings  on  the  comparative  evaluation  of  the 
competing  applicants; 

(b)  To  determine  whether  WTAR  and/or 
Its  principal  lacked  candor  In  filing  with  the 
Commission  pleadings  that  correctly  re¬ 
flected  the  record  with  respect  to  Integration 
but  did  not  mention  the  announced  plan  to 
change  the  management  of  WTAR;  If  WTAR 
or  its  principal  be  found  to  have  lacked 
candor  on  the  comparative  evaluation  of  the 
of  candor  on  WTAR’s  basic  qualifications  to 
continue  as  a  Commission  licensee;  and  If 
WTAR  be  found  lacking  candor  but  basically 
qualified,  to  determine  the  effect  at  lack  of 
candor  on  the  comparative  evaluation  of  the 
competing  applicants; 

(c)  To  determine  the  effect  of  the  changes 
In  WTAR’s  Integration  proposal  on  the  com¬ 
parative  evaluation  of  the  applicants. 

19.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proceeding  under  the  above-stated 
enlarged  Issues  shall  be  on  Hampton 
Roads  Television  Corporation,  and  the 
burden  of  proof  under  the  above-stated 
enlarged  issues  shall  be  on  WTAR  Radio- 
TV  Corporation;  and 

20.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  reopened  and  remanded  to  the 
presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  for 
a  further  hearing  on  the  enlarged  Issues 
and  for  preparation  of  a  Supplementary 
Initial  Decision. 

Adopted:  July  31,  1974. 

Released:  August  9,  1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18660  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  ami 


NOTIFICATION  LIST 
Changes,  Deletions  and  Corrections 

List  of  new  stations,  proposed  changes  in  existing  stations,  deletions,  and  corrections  in  assignments  of  Canadian  standard 
broadcast  stations  modifying  the  assignments  of  Canadian  broadcast  stations  contained  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  North  American  Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement  Engineering  Meeting  January  30,  1941. 

Canadian  List  No.  328,  July  23,  1974 


Call  letters 


Antenna  Ground  systen)  Proposed  date 

Location  Power  kW  Antenna  Schedule  Class  height  -  of  commencement 

(feet)  Number  of  Length  of  operation 
rad  (all  (feet) 


610  kHz 

CJAT  (now  In  operation  with  Trail,  British  Columbia,  N.  10D/1N  _  . 
increase  in  daytime  power).  4V°06'48" ,  W.  117*44' 1$T. 

.  It 40  kHz 

CJAR  (correction  to  coordi-  The  Pas,  Manitoba,  N.  83°48'4<S'  ,  1D/0.5N.... 
nates).  W.  101®16'33". 

1470  kHz 

CHOW  (PO 1DAL5N,  DA-I) _ Welland,  Ontario,  N.  42*K’52",  10D/2.6N 

w.  irwior. 


..  DA-D 
ND-N-171 

U 

m 

..  ND-178 

U 

IV 

..  DA-2 

U 

ra 

135  120  324 


E.T.O. 

7-23-76 


[SEAL] 


(FR  Doc.74-1861#  Filed  8-13-74;  8: 45  am] 


Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau, 
Federal  Communications  Commission. 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

IH.  C.  No.  178] 

FIRST  FINANCIAL  GROUP,  INC. 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Permission  To 
Acquire  Control  of  the  Standard  Savings 
and  Loan  Co. 

August  9, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation 
has  received  an  application  from  the 
First  Financial  Group,  Inc.,  Newark, 
Ohio,  a  unitary  savings  and  loan  holding 
company,  for  approval  of  acquisition  of 
control  of  The  Standard  Savings  and 
Loan  Co.,  Columbus,  Ohio,  under  the 
provisions  of  section  408(e)  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Housing  Act,  as  amended  (12 
U.S.C.  1730a(e) ) ,  and  §  584.4  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  for  Savings  and  Loan  Holding 
Companies,  said  acquisition  to  be  ef¬ 
fected  by  the  purchase  for  cash  of  shares 
of  said  company  by  First  Financial 
Group,  Inc.  Comments  on  the  proposed 
acquisition  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Examinations  and 
Supervision,  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20552,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  September  13, 1974. 

[seal]  Grenville  L.  Millard,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary, 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 
]FR  Doc.74-18703  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

EL  FARO  DE  CABO  ROJO  SHIPPING  CO., 
INC.,  ET  AL 

Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  Applicants 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  applicants  have  filed  with  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  applica¬ 
tions  for  licenses  as  independent  ocean 
freight  forwarders  pursuant  to  section 
44(a)  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916  (75  Stat. 
522  and  46  U.S.C.  841(b)). 

Persons  knowing  of  any  reason  why 
any  of  the  following  applicants  should 
not  receive  a  license  are  requested  to 
communicate  with  the  Director,  Bureau 
of  Certification  and  Licensing,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573. 

El  Faro  De  Cabo  Rojo  Shipping  Co.,  Inc. 

363  Metropolitan  Avenue 
Brooklyn,  New  York  11211 
Officers : 

Louis  A.  De  Jesus,  President 

Carmen  R.  De  Jesus,  Secretary/Treasurer  , 

Nationwide  Import  Services 
David  P.  Folds,  Jr.  d/b/a 
International  Air  Cargo  Bldg.  B-l 
Hancock  International  Airport 
Syracuse,  New  York  13212 

Basmar  Export  Co. 

16  Beaver  Street 

New  York,  New  York  10004 

Officer : 

Vincent  Bastidas,  President 
Rita  C.  Colon 

46-91  N.W.  36th  Street,  Suite  12 
Miami,  Florida  33166 

Donarc  Foreign  Freight  Forwarding 
Arthur  Robert  Clark,  Jr.  d/b/a 


9508  Hagel  Circle 
Lorton,  Virginia  22079 
Packair  Airfreight,  Inc. 

115  Lomita  Street 
El  Segundo,  California  90245 
Officers : 

William  Randazzo,  President/ Treasurer/ Di¬ 
rector 

Esther  Arlene  Randazzo,  Secretary/Director 

Earl  Anderson,  Vice  President 

Catherine  Marie  Richards,  Director 

Curtis  &  Churchill,  Inc. 

c/o  Cichanowlcz  &  Callan 

r~  Broad  Street 

New  York,  New  York  10004 

Officers : 

S.  C.  Lou,  President/Director 
Clara  H.  C.  Lou,  Secretary /Director 
Danny  K.  T.  Wang,  Treasurer 
Henry  Ni,  Director 
Harry  P.  Reilly,  Jr. 

2409  Massachusetts  Avenue 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70003 

Dated:  August  8, 1974. 

By  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18693  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 

JOHNSTON  SCANSTAR  COMBINED 
SERVICE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  (46 
U.S.C.  814)). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  3,  1974.  Any  person  desiring  a 
hearing  on  the  proposed  agreement  shall 
provide  a  clear  and  concise  statement  of 
the  matters  upon  which  they  desire  to 
adduce  evidence.  An  allegation  of  dis¬ 
crimination  or  unfairness  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  describing 
the  discrimination  or  unfairness  with 
particularity.  If  a  violation  of  the  Act 
or  detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States  is  alleged,  the  statement 
shall  set  forth  with  particularity  the 
acts  and  circumstances  said  to  consti¬ 
tute  such  violation  or  detriment  to 
commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by : 

John  R.  Mahoney,  Esquire 
Casey,  Lane  &  Mittendorf 
26  Broadway 

New  York,  New  York  10004 
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Agreement  No.  9973-2,  among  Blue- 
star  Line,  East  Asiatic  Line,  and  Johnson 
Line,  would  extend  the  joint  service  s 
operating  authority  to  inland  points  in 
Continental  Europe  (including  Scandi¬ 
navia  and  Finland),  the  United  King¬ 
dom  and  Eire. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  August  8, 1974. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18694  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


MED-GULF  CONFERENCE  AGREEMENT 
Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  <46 
U.S.C.  814)). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  September  3, 
1974.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a 
violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  filed  by: 

Stanley  O.  Sher,  Esquire 
Billig,  Sher  &  Jones,  P.C. 

Suite  300 

1126  Sixteenth  Street,  N.W. 

Washington,  D.C.  20036 

Agreement  No.  9522-21,  among  the 
member  lines  of  the  Med- Gulf  Con¬ 
ference,  would  modify  the  Conference 
agreement  to  provide  for  new  self-polic¬ 
ing  procedures. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

Dated:  August  8, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18695  Filed  8-13-74; 8: 45  am] 
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NOTICES 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

ALASKA  POWER  SURVEY 

Order  Further  Amending  Orders 

August  7,  1974. 

Heretofore  the  Commission  has  estab¬ 
lished  various  Advisory  Committees  of 
the  Alaska  Power  Survey.  Appendix  A 
hereto  lists  all  orders  under  which 
Alaska  Power  Survey  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tees  are  now  authorized  by  the 
Commission.  They  include  an  Executive 
Advisory  Committee  and  a  number  of 
Technical  Advisory  Committees. 

All  of  these  Committees  are  “advisory 
committees”  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  86  Stat. 
770,  and  implementing  authority  of  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  Circular  No.  A-C3  Revised,  issued 
March  27,  1974.  The  Commission,  by 
General  Order  No.  464-A  issued  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1974,  FR  _ ,  implemented 

Circular  No.  A-63  Revised.  Commission 
Order  No.  464,  issued  December  19,  1972, 

48  FPC  1484,  38  FR  1083,  implemented 
an  earlier  draft  of  OMB  Circular  No. 
A-63. 

This  order  amends  the  prior  Commis¬ 
sion  orders,  as  identified  in  Appendix  A 
hereto,  so  as  to  reflect  the  issuance  of 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-63  Revised,  and  the 
Commission’s  General  Order  464-A.  By 
reason  of  those  authorities,  one  proce¬ 
dural  change  is  required  in  the  proce¬ 
dures  to  be  followed  by  advisory  commit¬ 
tees.  Hereafter,  public  notice  of  advisory 
committee  meetings  shall  reflect  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  section  8b(3) ,  Circular  No. 
A-63  Revised,  rather  than  the  public  no¬ 
tice  period  requirements  as  set  forth  in 
the  Commission’s  Order  Amending 
Alaska  Power  Survey  Orders,  issued  De¬ 
cember  19.  1972,  48  FPC  1456,  37  FR 
28654. 

Section  8b (3)  states  in  part:  public 
notice  of  advisory  committee  meetings 

•  should  be  published  at  least  15 
days  before  the  date  of  the  meeting  ex¬ 
cept  that  shorter  notice  may  be  provided 
in  emergency  situations  *  •  As  set 
forth  in  the  Commission’s  December  19, 
1972  order,  48  FPC  1459,  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  requirement  was  “  •  *  •  that  pub¬ 
lic  notice  of  all  meetings  of  *  *  *  com¬ 
mittees  shall  be  given  at  least  seven  days 
in  advance  of  the  meeting,  except  where 
impractical  to  do  so  or  in  an  emergency 
situation  •  •  •" 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  various  Commission  orders,  as 
identified  in  Appendix  A  hereto,  are 
hereby  further  amended  to  reflect  as  a 
part  thereof,  all  relevant  requirements  of 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-63  Revised,  dated 
March  27,  1974,  and  Commission  Order 
No.  464-A  issued  August  2,  1974.  These 
requirements  include  the  public  notice 
time  requirements  of  Circular  No.  A-63 
Revised,  section  8bi3),  as  recognized  in 
Order  464-A,  Paragraph  5(f)  Advisory 
Committee  Meetings,  Notice,  Public  Par¬ 
ticipation,  Conduct,  Access  to  Data,  Re¬ 
porting,  and  Recordkeeping. 

(B)  The  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
shall  file  with  the  Chairman,  Committee 
on  Commerce,  United  States  Senate; 
Chairman,  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 


merce  Committee,  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives;  and  Librarian,  Library  of  Congress, 
copies  of  this  order,  as  constituting  a  part 
of  the  charters  of  the  Alaska  Power  Sur¬ 
vey  Advisory  Committees. 

(C)  The  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
shall  cause  prompt  publication  of  this 
order  to  be  made  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

I.  Order  authorizing  the  establishment  of 
Alaska  Power  Survey  Advisory  Committees 
and  prescribing  procedures.  Issued  June  28, 
1972,  37  PR  13130. 

n.  Order  establishing  Alaska  Power  Survey 
Executive  Advisory  Committee  and  designat¬ 
ing  its  membership  and  chairmanship.  Issued 
June  28,  1972,  37  FR  13130. 

in.  Order  establishing  Alaska  Power  Sur- 
very  Technical  Advisory  Committees  and  des¬ 
ignating  initial  membership  and  chairman¬ 
ship,  Issued  August  28,  1972,  37  FR  17865. 

IV.  Order  amending  Alaska  Power  Survey 
Orders,  Issued  December  19,  1972,  37  FR  28654. 

V.  Order  renewing  Alaska  Power  Survey 

Executive  Advisory  Committee  and  Technical 
Advisory  Committees,  Issued  August  8,  1974, 
- FR - . 

JFR  Doc.74-18573  FUed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


ALASKA  POWER  SURVEY 

Order  Renewing  Executive  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  and  Technical  Advisory  Committees 

August  7, 1974. 

This  order  renews  the  term  of  five 
Advisory  Committees  of  the  Alaska  Power 
Survey  for  an  additional  period  through 
December  31,  1974,  from  dates  in  1974, 
when  these  Committees  would  terminate 
under  prior  Commission  authorization. 
The  Committees  and  their  previously  es¬ 
tablished  terms  are  as  follows: 

Executive  Advisory  Committee  established 
by  Commission  order  June  28,  1972,  47  FPC 
1736,  37  FR  13130,  for  a  term  ending  two 
years  thereafter,  to  June  28, 1974. 

Technical  Advisory  Committee  on  Eco¬ 
nomic  Analysis  and  Load  Projections. 

Technical  Advisory  Committee  on  Re¬ 
sources  and  Electric  Power  Generation. 

Technical  Advisory  Committee  on  Coordi¬ 
nated  Systems  Development  and  Intercon¬ 
nections. 

Technical  Advisory  Committee  on  Environ¬ 
mental  Considerations  and  Consumer  Affairs. 

all  established  by  Commission  order  Is¬ 
sued  August  25,  1972,  48  FPC  397,  37  FR 
17865  and  each  for  a  term  ending  two 
years  thereafter,  to  August  25,  1974. 

As  presently  constituted  and  proposed 
to  be  continued  hereafter,  the  respective 
memberships  of  these  five  advisory  com¬ 
mittees  are  as  set  forth  in  Appendix  A 
hereto.1 

The  Federal  Power  Commission 
hereby  determines  that  the  renewal  or 
reestablishment  of  the  aforesaid  advisory 
committees  of  the  Alaska  Power  Survey 
for  the  period  set  forth  herein  is  In  the 
public  interest  in  connection  with  the 
performance  of  duties  imposed  upon  the 
Commission  by  law,  and  that  such  action 


1  Attachment  filed  as  part  of  original  docu¬ 
ment. 


Is  necessary  and  appropriate  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16  USC 
791(a)  etseq. 

The  Commission  continues  or  reestab¬ 
lishes  these  Committees  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  this  order,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Commission  orders: 

Order  Further  Amending  Alaska  Power 
Survey  Orders,  Issued  concurrently  herewith. 

General  Order  No.  464-A,  issued  August  2, 
1974, - FR - . 

Order  Amending  Alaska  Power  Survey 
Orders,  Issued  December  19,  1972,  48  FPC 
1456,  37  FR  28654. 

Order  Establishing  Alaska  Power  Survey 
Technical  Advisory  Committees  and  Desig¬ 
nating  Initial  Membership  and  Chairman¬ 
ship,  Issued  August  26,  1972,  48  FPC  397,  37 
FR  17865. 

Order  Establishing  Alaska  Power  Survey 
Executive  Advisory  Committee  and  Designat¬ 
ing  Its  Membership  and  Chairmanship,  Issued 
June  28,  1972,  47  FPC  1738,  37  FR  13130. 

Order  Authorizing  the  Establishment  of 
Alaska  Power  Survey  Committees  and  Pre¬ 
scribing  Procedures,  issued  June  28,  1972,  17 
FPC  1732,  37  FR  13130. 

By  Notice  of  Determination  and 
Certification  with  Respect  to  Renewal  of 
Alaska  Power  Survey  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tees,  dated  July  30,  1974,  39  FR  27607, 
the  Chairman  of  this  Commission  has 
determined  and  certified  that  the  re¬ 
newal  of  the  aforesaid  advisory  commit¬ 
tees  of  the  Alaska  Power  Survey  for  the 
period  set  forth  herein.  Is  necessary  In 
the  public  Interest  In  connection  with 
the  performance  of  duties  Imposed  upon 
the  Commission  by  law.  The  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  Committee 
Management  Secretariat,  has  ascer¬ 
tained  that  the  renewal  of  the  aforesaid 
advisory  committees  of  the  Alaska  Power 
Survey  Is  in  accord  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Act.  86  Stat  770,  773-4. 

1.  Purposes.  The  purposes  of  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Advisory  Committee  of  the 
Alaska  Power  Survey,  as  renewed  here¬ 
in,  are  as  set  forth  in  the  Commission’s 
order  of  June  28,  1972,  Paragraph  1. 
Purpose.,  47  FPC  1736,  and  that  para¬ 
graph  Is  hereby  incorporated  by  refer¬ 
ence  herein.  The  purposes  of  the  Techni¬ 
cal  Advisory  Committees  of  the  Alaska 
Power  Survey,  as  renewed  herein,  are  as 
set  forth  In  the  Commission’s  order  of 
August  25,  1972,  Paragraph  1,  Purpose., 
48  FPC  397,  and  that  Paragraph  is  here¬ 
by  Incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

It  Is  anticipated  that  the  continuance 
of  these  Alaska  Power  Survey  advisory 
committees  for  the  period  ending  Decem¬ 
ber  31, 1974,  will  facilitate  the  conclusion 
of  the  Commission's  'work  on  the  cur¬ 
rent  phase  of  the  continuing  Alaska 
Power  Survey.  The  Commission’s  1969 
Alaska  Power  Survey  preceded  the  cur¬ 
rent  survey. 

2.  Membership.  The  Chairman,  Vice 
Chairman,  Secretary,  Alternate  Secre¬ 
tary  and  other  members  of  the  Executive 
Advisory  Committee,  as  selected  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Commission,  are  desig¬ 
nated  in  the  appendix  hereto.  The 
Chairmen  and  other  members  of  the  re¬ 
spective  Technical  Advisory  Committees 
established  herein,  as  selected  by  the 
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Chairman  of  the  Commission  with  the 
approval  of  the  Commission,  are  desig¬ 
nated  in  the  appendix  hereto. 

3.  Selection  of  future  committee  mem¬ 
bers.  All  future  Executive  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  members,  and  persons  designated 
to  act  as  Committee  Chairmen  shall  be 
selected  and  designated  by  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Commission  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Commission;  provided, 
however,  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  select  and  designate  additional 
persons  to  serve  in  the  capacity  of  alter¬ 
nate  Secretary.  All  future  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  members  and  persons 
designated  to  act  as  Committee  chair¬ 
men,  shall  be  selected  and  designated 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  with 
the  approval  of  the  Commission;  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  The  Chairman  of  the 
Commission  may  select  and  designate 
additional  persons  to  serve  in  the  ca¬ 
pacity  of  alternate  Secretary. 

4.  The  following  paragraphs  of  the 
Commissions’  order  issued  June  28, 1972, 
47  FPC  1732,  1735-36,  as  amended  by 
Commission  order  issued  December  19, 
1972,  48  FPC  1456, 1459-62,  and  by  Order 
Further  Amending  Alaska  Power  Survey 
Orders,  issued  concurrently  herewith, 
are  hereby  incorporated  by  reference 
herein: 

3.  Conduct  of  meetings. 

4.  Minutes  and  records. 

5.  Secretary  of  the  committee. 

6.  Location  and  time  of  meetings. 

7.  Advice  and  recommendations  offered  by 
the  committee. 

5.  The  Alaska  Power  Survey  Executive 
Advisory  Committee  and  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committees  renewed  by  this  or¬ 
der  shall  terminate  not  later  than  De¬ 
cember  31, 1974. 

6.  The  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
shall  file  with  the  Chairman,  Committee 
on  Commerce,  United  States  Senate, 
Chairman,  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  Committee,  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  and  Librarian,  Library  of  Congress, 
copies  of  this  order,  along  with  the  Or¬ 
der  Further  Amending  Alaska  Power 
Survey  Orders,  issued  concurrently  here¬ 
with,  as  constituting  charters  of  the 
Alaska  Power  Survey  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tees  renewed  by  this  order. 

7.  This  order  shall  take  effect  immedi¬ 
ately  upon  the  issuance  thereof  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  shall  cause 
prompt  publication  of  this  order  to  be 
made  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18572  Filed  8-13-74,8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8937] 

BUCKEYE  POWER,  INC. 

Filing  of  Supplement  to  Rate  Schedules 

August  6,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  Buckeye  Power,  Inc. 
(Buckeye)  on  July  29,  1974,  tendered 
for  filing  Supplement  No.  11  to  Rate 
Schedules  FPC  Nos.  3-29,  inclusive,  and 
Supplement  No.  10  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 


No.  30.  According  to  Buckeye,  the  new 
Rate  Schedule  COP-1  is  designed  to  en¬ 
courage  the  use  of  unused  capacity  that 
now  exists  because  of  Buckeye’s  poor  an¬ 
nual  load  factor. 

Buckeye  proposes  an  effective  date  of 
December  1,  1974,  and  states  that  copies 
of  the  filing  have  been  served  In  its  mem¬ 
bers  and  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
of  Ohio. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE„  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  16,  1974.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protes- 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18585  Filed  8-13-74,8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7396] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  8,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  17,  1974, 
Commonwealth  Edison  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant),  filed  a  Supplemental  Applica¬ 
tion  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  pursuant  to  section  204  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act,  seeking  a  modification 
of  the  supplemental  order  issued  Novem¬ 
ber  8,  1973,  to  extend  the  latest  permis¬ 
sible  issue  date  to  December  31,  1975  and 
to  extend  the  latest  permissible  maturity 
date  to  December  31,  1976,  on  $400  mil¬ 
lion  in  unsecured  promissory  notes 
previously  authorized.  All  other  terms 
and  conditions  shall  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect. 

Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Illinois  with  its 
principal  business  office  at  Chicago,  Illi¬ 
nois,  and  is  engaged  in  the  electric  utility 
business  in  a  service  area  of  approxi¬ 
mately  13,000  square  miles  in  northern 
Illinois,  including  the  City  of  Chicago. 

The  net  proceeds  from  the  issuance  of 
the  notes  will  be  added  to  working  capi¬ 
tal  for  ultimate  application  toward  the 
cost  of  gross  additions  to  its  utility  prop¬ 
erties  and  to  reimburse  its  treasury  for 
construction  expenditures.  The  current 
construction  program  calls  for  electric 
plant  and  equipment  expenditures  in  the 
five-year  period  1974-1978  of  $4,600,000.- 
000. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  3,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 


Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  partic¬ 
ipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74—18569  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP75-22] 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  6,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  26, 1974,  Con¬ 
solidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation  (Ap¬ 
plicant)  ,  445  West  Main  Street,  Clarks¬ 
burg,  West  Virginia  26301,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP75-22  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  7(c  )  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  certain  natural  gas 
transmission  facilities  in  the  Block  255 
Field,  Vermilion  Area,  offshore  Louisiana, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  seeks  authorization  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  measurement  facili¬ 
ties  and  approximately  0.6  mile  of  10- 
inch  pipeline  to  extend  from  the  Block 
256  “E”  platform.  Vermilion  Block  255 
Field,  offshore  Louisiana,  to  an  under¬ 
water  valve  on  an  existing  16 -inch  pipe¬ 
line  in  Block  255  of  said  field  owned  by 
Applicant,  Columbia  Gulf  Transmission 
Company  (Columbia  Gulf)  and  Texas 
Gas  Transmission  Corporation.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  it  will  purchase  volumes 
of  natural  gas  in  Block  256  pursuant  to 
the  gas  purchase  contract  which  is  the 
subject  of  Texas  Gas  Exploration  Cor¬ 
poration’s  application  pending  at  Docket 
No.  CI73-681.  Due  to  projected  supply 
deficiencies  on  its  system  for  1975  and 
subsequent  years,  Applicant  submits  that 
the  volumes  of  natural  gas  which  it  will 
purchase  and  produce  in  Block  256  of  the 
Vermilion  Block  255  Field,  estimated  to 
be  20,000  Mcf  per  day,  will  aid  it  in  meet¬ 
ing  its  presently  authorized  commit¬ 
ments  for  firm  service.  Applicant  indi¬ 
cates  that  its  share  of  the  natural  gas  to 
be  transported  through  the  proposed 
pipeline  will  be  transported  through  the 
Blue  Water  facilities  and  will  be  de¬ 
livered  to  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corporation  for  further  transporta¬ 
tion  to  Applicant’s  Appalachian  market 
areas. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
pipeline  and  measuring  facilities  will  be 
owned  50  percent  by  Applicant  and  50 
percent  by  Columbia  Gulf,  and  the  ca¬ 
pacity  of  the  pipeline  will  be  shared  in 
the  same  proportion.  Applicant  states 
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further  that  Columbia  Gulf  will  con¬ 
struct  its  portion  of  the  proposed  facili¬ 
ties  pursuant  to  budget  authorization 
granted  in  Docket  No.  CP74-88. 

Applicant  estimates  the  cost  of  the 
proposed  facilities  to  be  $493,480  which 
will  be  financed  from  funds  on  hand  and 
fimds  to  be  obtained  from  Applicant’s 
parent  corporation.  Consolidated  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Company. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  August 
30,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18588  FUed  8-13-74;8:48  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP66-23,  G-13183] 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Notice  of  Refund 

August  7, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  6,  1974,  Con¬ 
solidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation  (Con¬ 
solidated)  tendered  for  filing  a  report 
of  refunds  made  to  its  jurisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers.  Consolidated  states  that  the 
amount  refunded  is  $663,465.62. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  SS 1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 


petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  August  14, 1974.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be  tak¬ 
en,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18591  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP73-258,  et  al] 

EL  PASO  EASTERN  CO. 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time 

August  8, 1974. 

On  July  19,  1974  and  July  24,  1974, 
the  D8.  Department  of  Interior  and 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education 
and  Welfare  requested  an  extension  of 
time  within  which  to  comment  on  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  State¬ 
ment  of  the  Staff. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  is  extended  to  and 
Including  August  30,  1974,  within  which 
comments  may  be  filed  on  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  in  the 
above  matter. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18580  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP74  289] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Extension  of  Time  and  Postponement  of 
Hearing 

August  7, 1974. 

On  July  31,  1974,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Company  filed  a  motion  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  procedural  dates  fixed  by 
order  issued  July  9,  1974,  in  the  above- 
designated  matter.  The  motion  states 
that  with  the  exception  of  the  Nevada 
Industrial  Customers  whose  counsel 
could  not  be  reached,  there  was  no  ob¬ 
jection  by  the  parties. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  testimony  and  exhibits  by  Ap¬ 
plicant  and  Supporting  Interveners,  Au¬ 
gust  20, 1974. 

Hearing,  September  10,  1974  (10:00  a.m, 
e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18586  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP73-292] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

August  8, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  29,  1974,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (Petitioner). 
P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  Texas,  79978, 
filed  In  Docket  No.  CP73-292  a  petition 


to  amend  the  order  of  the  Commission 
Issued  in  said  docket,  pursuant  to  section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  on  July  17, 
1973  (50  FPC  — ) ,  so  as  to  delete  there¬ 
from  authorization  granted  Petitioner  to 
construct  and  operate  the  J.  Frank 
Pollard  Tap  and  to  sell  and  deliver  nat¬ 
ural  gas  to  Pioneer  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Pioneer)  at  such  location,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  July  17, 1973,  order  authorized  Pe¬ 
titioner  to  construct  and  operate  cer¬ 
tain  tap  facilities  and  to  sell  and  deliver 
natural  gas  to  Southern  Union  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Pioneer  and  Southwest  Gas  Cor¬ 
poration  for  resale  to  four  right-of-way 
grantors  at  delivery  points  on  Petitioner’s 
interstate  system.  Such  authorization  re¬ 
quired  that  construction  be  completed 
and  facilities  be  placed  In  operation  by 
July  17, 1974. 

The  petition  states  that  one  of  such 
taps,  the  J.  Frank  Pollard  Tap,  to  have 
been  located  in  Pecos  County,  Texas  has 
not  been  installed  since  Mr.  Pollard,  a 
right-of-way  grantor,  did  not  apply  for 
service  through  Pioneer,  the  distributor 
serving  the  area  in  which  Mr.  Pollard 
requested- the  tap.  Petitioner  states  that 
Mr.  Pollard  was  informed  by  letter  dated 
July  31,  1973,  that  such  application  was 
necessary.  Since  the  construction  period 
as  authorized  by  the  Commision’s  order 
issued  July  17.  1973,  In  the  Instant  pro¬ 
ceeding  has  expired,  the  J.  Frank  Pol¬ 
lard  Tap  cannot  be  constructed.  Peti¬ 
tioner  states  that  Mr.  Pollard  has  been 
advised  by  letter  of  such  expiration.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  Petitioner  requests  that  the 
order  issued  July  17, 1973,  be  amended  to 
delete  the  authorization  related  to  such 
tap. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
September  3,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18579  Filed  8  1 3-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP75-20] 

FLORIDA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO., 

ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Complaint 

August  8,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  22, 1974,  Flor¬ 
ida  Gas  Transmission  Company  (Com- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  158— WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  14,  1974 


NOTICES 


29231 


plainant),  1100  Southwest  Tower,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Texas  77002,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-20  a  complaint  against  Petroleum 
Management,  Inc.  (PMI) ,  1702  600  Build¬ 
ing,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas  74102,  and 
Skelly  Oil  Compny  (Skelly),  P.O.  Box 
1650,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma  74102,  herein¬ 
after  collectively  referred  to  as  Defend¬ 
ants,  alleging  that  said  Defendants  have 
failed  to  comply  with  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  as  Implemented  by 
the  Commission’s  ’egulations  there¬ 
under  und  have  failed  to  comply  with 
the  terms  of  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  sale  from  certain  reservoirs  in  the 
East  Arkansas  Pass  Field,  Aransas 
County,  Texas,  to  Complainant,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  complaint 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Complainant  states  that  gas  from  cer¬ 
tain  reservoirs  in  the  East  Aransas  Pass 
Field  was  dedicated  to  it  by  contract 
dated  June  28, 1956,  as  amended,  between 
Coastal  Transmission  Corporation 
(predecessor  of  Complainant)  and  At¬ 
lantic  Refining  Company,  now  Atlantic 
Richfield  Company  (predecessor  to  De¬ 
fendant  PMI) .  The  complaint  states  that 
PMI  succeeded  to  Atlantic  Richfield 
Company  as  certificate  holder  for  the 
sale  of  gas  under  the  1956  contract  in 
Docket  No.  G-11041  and  subsequently 
received  authorization  to  sell  gas  to 
Complainant  under  said  contract  by 
Commission  order  issued  January  12, 
1970,  in  Docket  No.  CI68-957.  The  com¬ 
plaint  states  further  that  the  June  28, 
1956,  contract,  as  well  as  assignments 
from  Atlantic  Richfield  Company  to 
PMI,  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  as  Petroleum  Management,  Inc., 
FPC  Rate  Schedule  No.  4  and  sup- 
sion  as  Petroleum  Management,  Inc., 
plements  thereto.  Complainant  states 
that  Skelly  ratified  the  subject  contract 
on  October  14,  1958,  and  such  ratified 
contract  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
as  Skelly  Oil  Company  FPC  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  252. 

Complainant  alleges  that  the  Defend¬ 
ants  ceased  delivery  of  gas  dedicated  to 
it  under  the  1956  contract  in  December 
1972  or  January  1973  but  that  a  search 
of  the  records  of  the  Texas  Railroad 
Commission  indicates  sale  of  such  gas 
has  continued  to  others  since  that  time. 
The  Complainant  asserts  that  such  gas 
has  never  been  released  from  its  June  12, 
1956,  contract  and  that  permission  and 
approval  for  abandonment  of  sale  of 
such  gas  to  Complainant  have  never  been 
applied  for  or  obtained  from  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Complainant  asserts  that  Defendants 
are  violating  the  Natural  Gas  Act  by 
failing  to  sell  to  Complainant  gas  dedi¬ 
cated  to  it  and  that  Defendant,  PMI,  has 
failed  to  respond  to  written  inquiries 
from  the  Complainant  in  regard  to  such 
matter.  Complainant  seeks  that  by  this 
complaint  this  matter  may  be  taken  up 
with  the  Defendants  in  an  endeavor  to 
bring  about  satisfaction  of  such  com¬ 
plaint. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
complaint  should  on  or  before  August  30, 
1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18567  Piled  8-13-74;8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  E-8929J 

IOWA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  7, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  13, 1974, 
Iowa  Public  Service  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant)  ,  filed  an  application  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  pursuant  to 
section  203  of  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
seeking  authorization  to  sell  to  the 
Municipal  Electric  Utility  of  Cedar  Falls, 
Iowa,  approximately  15  miles  of  34.5  KV 
electric  transmission  line  and  75  miles  of 
13.8  KV  electric  distribution  line  for  the 
sum  of  $31,087.00.  The  original  undepre¬ 
ciated  cost  of  the  facilities  to  be  sold 
aggregated  $78,264.43,  and  the  depre¬ 
ciated  original  cost  aggregated  $29,772.02. 

Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Iowa  with  its  princi¬ 
pal  business  office  at  Sioux  City,  Iowa 
and  is  engaged  primarily  in  the  genera¬ 
tion,  distribution,  purchase,  transmission, 
sale  at  wholesale  and  distribution  of  elec¬ 
tric  energy  in  30  counties  in  the  State  of 
Iowa.  Applicant  is  also  engaged  in  the 
distribution  of  natural  gas  within  the 
state  of  Iowa. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  August  29, 
1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Persons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a 
proceeding  or  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions  to 
Intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18566  Filed  8-18-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8424] 

JERSEY  CENTRAL  POWER  AND 
UGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Settlement  Agreement 

August  8, 1974. 

Jersey  Central  Power  and  Light  Com¬ 
pany  (Jersey  Central)  on  July  11,  1974, 
filed  a  joint  Motion  together  with  the 
Boroughs  of  Madison,  Butler,  Lavallette, 
Pemberton,  and  Seaside  Heights,  New 
Jersey  for  approval  of  a  Settlement 
Agreement  and  termination  of  proceed¬ 
ings.  The  Agreement  would  dispose  of  all 
Issues  in  this  proceeding  which  involves 
the  proposed  increased  rates  filed  by 
Jersey  Central  on  September  3,  1973,  ap¬ 
plicable  to  wholesale  sales  to  the  five 
municipal  customers  and  one  coopera¬ 
tive. 

The  provisions  of  the  settlement  in¬ 
clude  revisions  to  Jersey  Central’s  Resale 
Power  Service  Schedule  RP  so  as  to 
change  the  “Determination  of  Billing 
Demand”  of  the  rate  schedule.  Under  the 
revisions,  the  ratchet  provision  of  the 
schedule,  under  which  the  billing  de¬ 
mand  may  be  60  percent  of  the  highest 
measured  demand  in  the  eleven  months 
preceding  the  billing  period,  will  not  ap¬ 
ply  to  measured  demand  prior  to  Decem¬ 
ber  2,  1973  and  will  be  applied  at  a  40 
percent  level  in  computing  billing  de¬ 
mands  in  1974,  at  a  50  percent  level  in 
1975,  and  at  a  60  percent  level  in  comput¬ 
ing  billing  demands  in  1976  and  subse¬ 
quent  years.  The  settlement  provisions 
also  include  a  revision  to  the  “Applicabil¬ 
ity”  clause  of  the  rate  schedule  to  make 
clear  that  power  purchased  under  rate 
“RP”  may  be  resold  to  other  utilities, 
while  providing  that  in  the  event  of  a 
significant  change  in  the  characteristics 
of  a  customer’s  load,  resulting  from  such 
resale,  the  Company  shall  have  the  right 
to  file  an  appropriate  rate  revision. 

The  settlement  provides  that  the  Com¬ 
pany  agrees  to  refund  to  its  customers 
served  under  rate  schedule  “RP”  any 
amounts  collected  since  December  2, 1973 
in  excess  of  amounts  that  would  have 
been  collected  under  rate  “RP”  as  revised 
therein,  together  with  interest  on  such 
amounts  at  seven  percent  per  annum. 
The  estimated  decrease  in  revenues  is 
approximately  $11,360  for  1973,  $68,823 
for  1974,  and  $26,759  for  1975. 

Jersey  Central  agrees  that  it  will  not 
file  any  increase  in  its  all-requirements 
wholesale  service  rate  to  become  effective 
after  any  suspension  thereof,  prior  to 
June  2,  1975.  Excepted  from  the  mora¬ 
torium  provisions  are:  (a)  The  right  to 
file  a  rate  schedule  revision  to  reflect  a 
significant  change  in  the  load  character¬ 
istics  of  a  customer  resulting  from  resale 
of  power  by  that  customer  to  another 
utility:  and  (b)  the  right  to  file  revisions 
to  the  fuel  adjustment  clause  to  conform 
to  effective  changes  in  Commission  pol¬ 
icy.  The  provisions  of  the  revised  rate 
schedule  will  also  be  made  applicable  by 
Jersey  Central  to  service  to  Allegheny 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  which  is  not  a 
party  to  the  settlement  agreement. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
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Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10) .  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
August  21,  1974.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18578  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8365] 

KANSAS  CITY  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Cancellation 

August  8, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  Kansas  City  Power 
&  Light  Company  (KCP&L)  on  April  25, 
1974,  tendered  for  filing  a  notice  of  can¬ 
cellation  of  its  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No. 

51  to  be  effective  on  May  31,  1974.  The 
rate  schedule  is  applicable  to  KCP&L’s 
service  to  Missouri  Power  and  Light 
Company. 

KCP&L  states  that  it  will  continue  to 
furnish  wholesale  power  service  to  Mis¬ 
souri  Power  and  Light  Company  after 
May  31,  1974,  under  the  then  effective 
rates  and  charges  as  provided  for  in 
Docket  No.  E-8365,  provided  a  new, 
satisfactory  service  agreement  can  be 
negotiated  and  executed  by  the  parties 
within  a  reasonable  time. 

KCP&L  states  that  a  copy  of  the  notice 
of  cancellation  was  served  upon  Missouri 
Power  and  Light  Company. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  21,  1974.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of 
this  filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18570  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  CP74-133,  CP74-144] 

MOUNTAIN  FUEL  SUPPLY  CO.  AND 
COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time 

August  7,  1974. 

On  August  2, 1974,  Mountain  Fuel  Sup¬ 
ply  Company  filed  a  motion  for  an  ex¬ 


tension  of  the  time  for  filing  its  case -in¬ 
chief  as  required  by  order  issued  July  12, 
1974,  in  the  above-designated  matter. 
The  motion  states  that  neither  Colorado 
Interstate  Gas  Company,  also  an  appli¬ 
cant,  nor  Staff  Counsel  has  any  objection 
to  the  extension. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  are 
modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  testimony  and  exhibits  by  appli¬ 
cants,  August  13,  1974. 

Hearing  (unchanged),  August  22, 1974  (10:00 
a  m.  e.d.t.) . 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18581  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY 
Order  Further  Amending  Orders 

August  7,  1974. 

Heretofore  the  Commission  has  estab¬ 
lished  various  Advisory  Committees  of 
the  National  Gas  Survey.  Appendix  A 
hereto  lists  all  orders  under  which  Na¬ 
tional  Gas  Survey  Advisory  Committees 
are  now  authorized  by  the  Commission. 
The  Committees  include  an  Executive 
Advisory  Committee,  a  number  of  Tech¬ 
nical  Advisory  Committees,  a  number  of 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  Task 
Forces  and  a  Coordinating  Committee. 

All  of  these  Committees  are  “ad¬ 
visory  committees”  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act, 
86  Stat.  770,  and  implementing  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  Circular  No.  A-63  Re¬ 
vised,  issued  March  27,  1974.  The  Com¬ 
mission,  by  General  Order  No.  464-A 
issued  August  2,  1974,  —  FR  — ,  imple¬ 
mented  Circular  No.  A-63  Revised.  Com¬ 
mission  Order  No.  464,  issued  Decem¬ 
ber  19,  1972,  48  FPC  1484,  38  FR  1083, 
implemented  an  earlier  draft  of  OMB 
Circular  No.  A-63. 

Tins  order  amends  the  prior  Commis¬ 
sion  orders,  as  identified  in  Appendix  A 
hereto,  so  as  to  reflect  the  issuance  of 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-63  Revised,  and  the 
Commission’s  General  Order  464-A.  By 
reason  of  those  authorities,  one  proce¬ 
dural  change  is  required  in  the  proce¬ 
dures  to  be  follow'ed  by  advisory  com¬ 
mittees.  Hereafter,  public  notice  of 
advisory  committee  meetings  shall  re¬ 
flect  the  requirement  of  section  8b  (3), 
Circular  No.  A-63  Revised,  Rather  than 
the  public  notice  period  requirements  as 
set  forth  in  the  Commission’s  Order 
Amending  National  Gas  Survey  Orders, 
issued  December  19,  1972,  48  FPC  1462, 
37  FR  28658. 

Section  8b (3)  states  in  part:  public 
notice  of  advisory  committee  meetings 
“*  •  •  should  be  published  at  least  15 
days  before  the  date  of  the  meeting  ex¬ 
cept  that  shorter  notice  may  be  provided 
in  emergency  situations.  •  *  *”  As  set 
forth  in  the  Commission’s  December  19, 
1972  order,  48  FPC  1465,  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  requirement  was  “*  •  *  that  pub¬ 
lic  notice  of  all  meetings  of  *  *  *  com¬ 
mittees  shall  be  given  at  least  seven  days 
in  advance  of  the  meeting,  except  where 


impractical  to  do  so  or  in  an  emergency 
situation.  *  *  *” 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  various  Commission  orders, 
as  identified  in  Appendix  A  hereto,  are 
hereby  further  amended  to  reflect  as  a 
part  thereof,  all  relevant  requirements 
of  OMB  Circular  No.  A-63,  Revised,  dated 
March  27,  .1974,  and  Commission  Order 
No.  464-A  issued  August  2,  1974.  These 
requirements  include  the  public  notice 
time  requirements  of  Circular  No.  A-63 
Revised,  section  8b (3),  as  recognized  in 
Order  464-A,  Paragraph  5(f)  Advisory 
Committee  Meetings,  Notice,  Public  Par¬ 
ticipation,  Conduct,  Access  to  Data,  Re¬ 
porting  and  Recordkeeping. 

(B)  The  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
shall  file  with  the  Chairman,  Committee 
on  Commerce,  United  States  Senate; 
Chairman,  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  Committee,  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives;  and  Librarian,  Library  of  Congress, 
copies  of  this  order,  as  constituting  a 
part  of  the  charters  of  the  National  Gas 
Survey  Advisory  Committees. 

(C)  The  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
shall  cause  prompt  publication  of  this 
order  to  be  made  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

I.  Order  Authorizing  the  Establishment  of 
National  Gas  Survey  Advisory  Committees 
and  Prescribing  Procedures,  Issued  Febru¬ 
ary  23,  1971,  36  FR  3851. 

II.  Order  Establishing  National  Gas  Survey 
Executive  Advisory  Committee  and  Designat¬ 
ing  its  Membership  and  Chairmanship,  issued 
April  6,  1971,  36  FR  6922. 

III.  Order  Establishing  National  Gas  Survey 
Technical  Advisory  Committees  and  Desig¬ 
nating  Initial  Membership,  Issued  April  6, 
1971,  36  FR  6922. 

IV.  Order  Establishing  National  Gas  Sur¬ 
vey  Coordinating  Committee  and  Designat¬ 
ing  its  Membership  and  Chairmanship, 
issued  May  10,  1971,  36  FR  8910. 

V.  Order  Establishing  Technical  Advisory 
and  Coordinating  Committee  Task  Forces 
and  Designating  Membership,  issued  Decem¬ 
ber  21,  1971,  T3  FR  25183. 

VI.  Order  Amending  National  Gas  Survey 
Orders  Issued  February  23,  1971,  and  AprU  6, 
1971,  issued  AprU  25,  1972,  37  FR  8578. 

VII.  Order  Establishing  Technical  Advisory 
Task  Forces  and  Designating  Membership, 
issued  May  25,  1972,  37  FR  11210. 

VIII.  Order  Amending  National  Gas  Sur¬ 
vey  Orders,  issued  June  27,  1972,  37  FR  13306. 

IX.  Order  Amending  National  Gas  Survey 
Orders,  issued  December  19,  1972,  37  FR 
28658. 

X.  Restatement  of  Order  Authorizing  the 
Establishment  of  National  Gas  Survey  Ad¬ 
visory  Committees  and  Prescribing  Proce¬ 
dures,  issued  February  23,  1973,  38  FR  5940. 

XI.  Order  Renewing  National  Gas  Survey 
Executive  Committee,  issued  February  23, 
1973,  38  FR  6938. 

XII.  Order  Renewing  National  Gas  Tech¬ 
nical  Advisory  Committees,  issued  Febru¬ 
ary  23,  1973,  38  FR  5939. 

XIII.  Order  Renewing  National  Gas  Sur¬ 
vey  Coordinating  Committee,  issued  AprU  16, 
1973,  38  FR  12645. 

XIV.  Order  Renewing  National  Gas  Survey 
Technical  Advisory  and  Coordinating  Com¬ 
mittee  Task  Forces,  issued  December  28,  1973, 
39  FR  1482. 
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XV.  Order  Renewing  National  Gas  Survey 
Advisory  Committees  and  Coordinating  Com¬ 
mittee,  issued  December  28,  1973,  89  FR  1640. 

[FR  Doc.74-18574  Filed  6-13-74,8:45  ami 


NATIONAL  POWER  SURVEY 

Order  Renewing  Executive  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  and  Technical  Advisory  Committees 

August  7,  1974. 

This  order  renews  the  term  of  six  Ad¬ 
visory  Committees  of  the  National  Power 
Survey  for  an  additional  period  through 
December  31,  1975,  from  dates  in  1974, 
when  these  Committees  would  terminate 
under  prior  Commission  authorization. 
The  Committees  and  their  previously 
established  terms  are  as  follows: 

Executive  Advisory  Committee  established 
by  Commission  order  issued  August  11,  1972, 

48  FPC  '  14,  37  FR  24213,  lor  a  term  ending 
two  years  thereafter,  to  August  11,  1974. 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  on  Conserva¬ 
tion  of  Energy. 

Technical  Advisory  Committee  on  Finance. 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  on  Fuels. 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  on  Power 
Supply. 

Technical  Advisory  Committee  on  Research 
and  Development. 

all  established  by  Commission  order  is¬ 
sued  September  28,  1972,  48  FPC  637,  37 
FR  20999,  each  for  a  term  ending  two 
years  thereafter,  to  September  28,  1974. 

As  presently  constituted  and  proposed 
to  be  continued  hereafter,  the  respective 
memberships  of  these  six  advisory  com¬ 
mittees  are  as  set  forth  in  Appendix  A 1 
hereto. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  hereby 
determines  that  the  aforesaid  advisory 
committees  of  the  National  Power  Sur¬ 
vey,  for  the  period  set  forth  herein, 
through  their  continued  establishment  or 
reestablishment,  is  In  the  public  inter¬ 
est  in  connection  with  the  performance 
of  duties  imposed  upon  the  Commission 
by  law,  and  that  such  action  is  necessary 
and  appropriate  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  USC  791(a)  et 
seq. 

The  Commission  continues  or  reestab¬ 
lishes  these  Committees  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  this  order,  and  the  fol- 
lownig  Commission  orders: 

Order  Further  Amending  National  Power 
Survey. 

Orders,  issued  concurrently  herewith. 

General  Order  No.  464- A,  issued  August  2, 
1974 - FR - . 

Order  Amending  National  Power  Survey  Or¬ 
ders  issued  December  19,  1972,  48  FPC 
1468,  37  FR  28661. 

Order  Establishing  National  Power  Survey 
Technical  Advisory  Committees  and  Des¬ 
ignating  Initial  Membership  and  Chair¬ 
manship,  Issued  September  28,  1972,  48 
FPC  637,  37  FR  20999. 

Order  Establishing  National  Power  Survey 
Executive  Advisory  Committee  and  Desig¬ 
nating  Initial  Membership  and  Chairman¬ 
ship,  issued  August  11,  1972,  48  FPC  314, 
37  FR  24213. 

Order  Authorizing  the  Establishment  of  Na¬ 
tional  Power  Survey  Advisory  Committees 
and  Prescribing  Procedures,  issued  June  29, 
1972  47  FPC  1740,  37  FR  13380. 


1  Appendix  A  filed  as  part  of  original  docu 

ment. 


By  Notice  of  Determination  and  Cer¬ 
tification  with  Respect  to  Renewal  of 
National  Power  Survey  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittees,  dated  July  30,  1974,  39  FR  27608, 
the  Chairman  of  this  Commission  has 
determined  and  certified  that  the 
renewal  of  the  aforesaid  advisory  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  National  Power  Survey 
for  the  period  set  forth  herein  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  public  interest  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  performance  of  duties  im¬ 
posed  upon  the  Commission  by  law.  The 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget,  Com¬ 
mittee  Management  Secretariat,  has  as¬ 
certained  that  the  renewal  of  the  afore¬ 
said  advisory  committees  of  the  National 
Power  Survey  is  in  accord  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  86  Stat.  770,  773-4. 

1.  Purposes.  The  purposes  of  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Advisory  Committee  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Power  Survey,  as  renewed  herein, 
are  as  set  forth  in  the  Commission’s 
order  of  August  11,  1972,  Paragraph  1, 
Purpose,  48  FPC  315,  and  that  Para¬ 
graph  is  hereby  incorporated  by  refer¬ 
ence  herein.  The  purposes  of  the  Tech¬ 
nical  Advisory  Committees  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Power  Survey,  as  renewed  herein, 
are  as  set  forth  in  the  Commission’s 
order  of  September  28,  1972,  Paragraph 
1,  Purpose.,  48  FPC  637,  and  that  Para¬ 
graph  is  hereby  incorporated  by  refer¬ 
ence  herein. 

It  is  anticipated  that  the  continuance 
of  these  National  Power  Survey  Advisory 
Committees  for  the  period  ending  De¬ 
cember  31,  1975,  will  facilitate  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  Commission’s  work  on  the 
current  phase  of  the  continuing  Na¬ 
tional  Power  Survey.  The  Commission’s 
1970  National  Power  Survey  preceded 
the  current  Survey. 

2.  Membership.  The  Chairman,  Secre¬ 
tary  and  other  members  of  the  Executive 
Advisory  Committee,  as  selected  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Commission,  are  desig¬ 
nated  in  the  appendix  hereto.  The  Chair¬ 
men,  coordinating  representatives,  secre¬ 
taries  and  other  members  of  the  respec¬ 
tive  Technical  Advisory  Committees  es¬ 
tablished  herein,  as  selected  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission  with  the 
approval  of  the  Commission,  are  desig¬ 
nated  in  the  appendix  hereto. 

3.  Selection  of  future  committee  mem¬ 
bers.  All  future  Executive  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  members,  and  persons  designated 
to  act  as  Committee  Chairmen  shall  be 
selected  and  designated  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Commission  with  the  approval  of 
the  Commission;  provided,  however,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission  may  select 
and  designate  additional  persons  to  serve 
in  the  capacity  of  alternate  secretary.  All 
future  Technical  Advisory  Committee 
members  and  persons  designated  to  act 
as  Committee  chairmen,  coordinating 
representatives,  and  secretaries  shall  be 
selected  and  designated  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Commission  with  the  approval  of 
the  Commission;  provided,  however,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission  may  select 
and  designate  additional  persons  to  serve 
in  the  capacity  of  alternate  secretary. 

4.  The  following  paragraphs  of  the 
Commission’s  order  issued  June  29,  1972, 


47  FPC  1740,  1742-3,  as  amended  by 
Commission  order  issued  December  19, 
1972,  48  FPC  1468,  1471-4,  and  by  Order 
Further  Amending  National  Power  Sur- 
very  Orders,  issued  concurrently  here¬ 
with,  are  hereby  incorporated  by  refer¬ 
ence  herein: 

3.  Conduct  of  Meetings. 

4.  Minutes  and  Records. 

5.  Secretary  of  the  Committee. 

6.  Location  and  Time  of  Meetings. 

7.  Advice  and  Recommendations  offered  by 
the  Committee. 

5.  The  National  Power  Survey  Execu¬ 
tive  Advisory  Committee  and  Technical 
Advisory  Committees  renewed  by  this 
order  shall  terminate  not  later  than  De¬ 
cember  31, 1975. 

6.  The  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
shall  file  with  the  Chairman,  Committee 
on  Commerce,  United  States  Senate, 
Chairman,  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  Committee,  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  and  Librarian,  Library  of  Congress, 
copies  of  this  order  along  with  the  Order 
Further  Amending  National  Power  Sur¬ 
vey  orders,  issued  concurrently  herewith, 
as  constituting  charters  of  the  National 
Power  Survey  Advisory  Committees  re¬ 
newed  by  this  order. 

7.  This  order  shall  take  effect  imme¬ 
diately  upon  the  issuance  thereof  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  shall 
cause  prompt  publication  of  this  order  to 
be  made  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18576  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  POWER  SURVEY  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEES 

Order  Further  Amending  National  Power 
Survey  Orders 

August  7,  1974. 

Heretofore  the  Commission  has  estab¬ 
lished  various  Advisory  Committees  of 
the  National  Power  Survey.  Appendix  A 
hereto  lists  all  orders  under  which  Na¬ 
tional  Power  Survey  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tees  are  now  authorized  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  The  Committees  include  an  Execu¬ 
tive  Advisory  Committee,  a  number  of 
Technical  Advisory  Committees,  a  num¬ 
ber  of  Technical  Advisory  Committee 
Task  Forces  and  a  Coordinating  Commit¬ 
tee. 

All  of  these  Committees  are  “advisory 
committees”  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  86  Stat. 
770,  and  implementing  authority  of  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  Circular  No.  A-63  Revised,  is¬ 
sued  March  27,  1974.  The  Commission, 
by  General  Order  No.  464-A  issued  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1974, - FR - ,  implemented 

Circular  No.  A-63  Revised.  Commission 
Order  No.  464,  issued  December  19,  1972, 
48  FPC  1484,  38  FR  1083,  implemented  an 
earlier  draft  of  OMB  Circular  No.  A-63. 

This  order  amends  the  prior  Commis¬ 
sion  orders,  as  identified  in  Appendix  A 
hereto,  so  as  to  reflect  the  issuance  of 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-63  Revised,  and  the 
Commission’s  General  Order  464-A.  By 
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reason  of  those  authorities,  one  proce¬ 
dural  change  is  required  in  the  proce¬ 
dures  to  be  followed  by  advisory  commit¬ 
tees.  Hereafter,  public  notice  of  ad¬ 
visory  committee  meetings  shall  reflect 
the  requirement  of  section  8b (3) ,  Circular 
No.  A-63  Revised,  rather  than  the  public 
notice  period  requirements  as  set  forth  in 
the  Commission’s  Order  Amending  Na¬ 
tional  Power  Survey  Orders,  issued  De¬ 
cember  19,  1972,  48  FPC  1468,  37  FR 
28661. 

Section  8b(3)  states  in  part:  public  no¬ 
tice  of  advisory  committee  meetings 
“*  •  *  should  be  published  at  least  15 
days  before  the  date  of  the  meeting  ex¬ 
cept  that  shorter  notice  may  be  provided 
in  emergency  situations  *  *  *”  As  set 
forth  in  the  Commission’s  December  19, 
1972  order,  48  FPC  1471,  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  requirement  was  “*  •  *  that  pub¬ 
lic  notice  of  all  meetings  of  *  •  *  com¬ 
mittees  shall  be  given  at  least  seven  days 
in  advance  of  the  meeting,  except  where 
impractical  to  do  so  or  in  an  emergency 
situation  •  • 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  various  Commission  orders, 
as  identified  in  Appendix  A  hereto,  are 
hereby  further  amended  to  reflect  as  a 
part  thereof,  all  relevant  requirements  of 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-63  Revised,  dated 
March  27,  1974,  and  Commission  Order 
No.  464-A  issued  August  6,  1974.  These 
requirements  include  the  public  notice 
time  requirements  of  Circular  No.  A-63 
Revised,  section  8b(3),  as  recognized  in 
Order  464-A,  Paragraph  5(f)  Advisory 
Committee  Meetings,  Notice,  Public 
Participation,  Conduct,  Access  to  Data, 
Reporting,  and  Recordkeeping. 

(B)  The  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
shall  file  with  the  Chairman,  Committee 
on  Commerce,  United  States  Senate; 
Chairman,  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  Committee,  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives:  and  Librarian,  Library  of  Con¬ 
gress,  copies  of  this  order,  as  constitut¬ 
ing  a  part  of  the  charters  of  the  National 
Power  Survey  Advisory  Committees. 

(C)  The  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
shall  cause  prompt  publication  of  this 
order  to  be  made  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

I.  Order  authorizing  the  establishment  of 
National  Power  Survey  Advisory  Committees 
and  Prescribing  Procedures,  issued  June  29, 
1972,  37  FR  13380. 

II.  Order  establishing  National  Power  Sur¬ 
vey  Executive  Advisory  Committee  and 
Designating  Initial  Membership  and  Chair¬ 
manship,  issued  August  11,  1972,  37  FR 
24213. 

III.  Order  establishing  National  Power 
Survey  Technical  Advisory  Committees  and 
Designating  Initial  Membership  and  Chair¬ 
manship,  issued  September  28,  1972,  37  FR 
20999. 

IV.  Order  establishing  National  Power 
Survey  Coordinating  Committee  and  Desig¬ 
nating  Its  Initial  Membership  and  Chair¬ 
manship,  issued  November  2,  1972,  37  FR 
23868. 

V.  Order  establishing  National  Power 
Survey  Technical  Advisory  Committee  on 


Fuels  Task  Force — Administrative  and 
Designating  Initial  Membership  and  Chair¬ 
manship,  issued  November  2,  1972,  37  FR 

23868. 

VI.  Order  establishing  National  Power 
Survey  Technical  Advisory  Committee  on 
Conservation  of  Energy  Task  Force  and 
Designating  Initial  Membership  and  Chair¬ 
manship,  issued  December  7,  1972,  37  FR 
26639. 

VII.  Order  establishing  National  Power 
Survey  Technical  Advisory  Committee  on 
Finance  Task  Force — Future  Financial  Re¬ 
quirements  and  Designating  Initial  Member¬ 
ship  and  Chairmanship,  issued  December  7, 
19T2,  37  FR  26550. 

Vni.  Order  establishing  National  Power 
Survey  Technical  Advisory  Committee  on 
Fuels  Task  Forces  and  Designating  Initial 
Membership  and  Chairmanship,  issued 
December  7,  1972,  37  FR  26640. 

IX.  Order  establishing  National  Power 
Survey  Technical  Advisory  Committee  on 
Research  and  Development  Task  Force  and 
Designating  Initial  Membership  and  Chair¬ 
manship,  issued  December  7,  1972,  37  FR 
26640. 

X.  Order  amending  National  Power  Sur¬ 
vey  Orders,  issued  December  19,  1972,  37  FR 
28661. 

XI.  Order  establishing  National  Power 
Survey  Technical  Advisory  Committee  on 
Powfer  Supply  Task  Force — Forecast  Review 
and  Designating  Initial  Membership  and 
Chairmanship,  issued  December  19,  1972,  37 
FR  28548. 

XII.  Order  establishing  National  Power 
Survey  Technical  Advisory  Committee  on  the 
Impact  of  Inadequate  Electric  Power  Supply 
and  Designating  Initial  Membership  and 
Chairmanship,  issued  February  28,  1974,  38 
FR  8962. 

XIII.  Order  renewing  National  Power  Sur¬ 

vey  Executive  Advisory  Committee  and  Tech¬ 
nical  Advisory  Committees,  issued  August  8, 
1974 _ FR _ 

[FR  Doc.74-18571  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI74-738] 

NORTHERN  MICHIGAN  EXPLORATION  CO. 

Amendment  to  Application 

August  7,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  24,  1974, 
Northern  Michigan  Exploration  Com¬ 
pany  (Applicant),  212  West  Michigan 
Avenue,  Jackson,  Michigan  49201,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CI74-738  an  amendment  to 
its  application  filed  in  said  docket  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  to  request  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  pursuant  to  the 
terms  of  Commission  Opinion  No.  699 
issued  on  June  21, 1974,  in  Docket  No.  R- 
389-B,  and  §  2.56(h)  of  the  Commission’s 
general  policy  and  interpretations  (18 
CFR  2.56(h) ) ,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  amendment,  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Applicant  originally  filed  in  said 
docket  an  application  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  2.75  of  the  Commission’s  gen¬ 
eral  policy  and  interpretations  (18  CFR 
2.75)  to  authorize  it  to  sell  up  to  40,000 
Mcf  per  day  of  natural  gas  from  the 
federal  domain,  offshore  Louisiana  to 
Consumers  Power  Company,  (Consum¬ 
ers)  Jackson,  Michigan.  The  proposed 
sale  was  to  be  at  an  initial  rate  of  45 
cents  per  Mcf,  plus  escalations  of  1.5 


cents  per  Mcf  per  year  and  reimburse¬ 
ment  of  7a  of  production  taxes  and  all 
transportation  charges. 

Opinion  No.  699  and  the  accompany¬ 
ing  order  promulgated  a  national  area 
rate  for  sales  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  made,  inter  alia,  from  wells 
commenced  on  or  after  January  1,  1973, 
or  pursuant  to  contracts  executed  on  or 
after  January,  1973,  for  the  sale  of  gas 
in  interstate  commerce  not  previously 
sold  in  interstate  commerce.  The  na¬ 
tional  area  rate,  subject  to  Commission 
adjustment  in  1976,  was  established  at 
42  cents  per  Mcf,  with  1-cent  annual 
escalations  commencing  January  1,  1974. 
In  addition,  the  national  area  rate  in¬ 
cludes  a  proportional  upward  and  down¬ 
ward  adjustment  for  variations  in  Btu 
content. 

Accordingly,  Applicant  has  amended 
the  application  filed  by  it  in  the  instant 
docket  under  §  2.75  to  seek  certification 
of  the  proposed  sale  to  Consumers  at 
the  national  rate  set  forth  in  Opinion 
No.  699  and  pursuant  to  §  2.56(h)  of  the 
Commission’s  general  policy  and  inter¬ 
pretations  and  has  withdrawn  the  re¬ 
quests  pursuant  to  §  2.75.  Applicant  fur¬ 
ther  requests  that  the  requested  certifi¬ 
cate  be  issued  with  the  express  provision 
that  it  shall  have  the  right,  in  the  event 
Opinion  No.  699  is  reversed  or  modified 
upon  appeal  or  rehearing,  to  present  evi¬ 
dence  of  supply  project  or  other  costs, 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules,  opinions,  and  orders,  to  support 
the  contract  price  provided  for  in  the  gas 
purchase  and  sale  agreement  between 
Applicant  and  Consumers  as  initially 
proposed  in  this  proceeding. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
amendment  should  on  or  before  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 
Persons  who  have  heretofore  filed  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  and  protests  need  not 
do  so  again. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.74-18592  Filed  8-13-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8940] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 
Notice  of  Agreement  Filing 

August  6, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  29,  1974, 
Northern  States  Power  Company 
(Northern)  submitted  for  filing  an 
agreement  between  Itself  and  the  City  of 
Bangor,  Wisconsin  (Bangor).  Northern 
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states  that  the  agreement  will  terminate 
all  present  agreements  between  the  two 
parties  including  FPC  Rate  Schedule  No. 
37,  Supplement  No.  2.  Northern  also 
states  that  the  proposed  agreement  will 
yield  no  substantial  difference  in  rates 
paid  by  Bangor.  The  agreement,  dated 
June  4,  1974,  carries  a  proposed  effective 
date  of  September  1, 1974. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  22,  1974.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protest- 
ants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74  -18590  Filed  8-13-74; 8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8941] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  8, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  29,  1974, 
Northern  States  Power  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant)  filed  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
seeking  an  order  authorizing  the  Appli¬ 
cant  to  issue  its  First  Mortgage  Bonds 
(the  “Collateral  Bonds”)  to  secure  pollu¬ 
tion  control  revenue  bonds  (the  “Rev¬ 
enue  Bonds”)  to  be  issued  by  the  City 
of  Becker,  Minnesota,  up  to  an  amount 
of  $35,000,000.  The  Revenue  Bonds  will 
be  sold  by  the  City  as  soon  as  possible 
after  obtaining  approval  of  this  appli¬ 
cation. 

Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Minnesota  with  its 
principal  business  office  at  Minneapolis, 
Minnesota,  and  is  engaged  primarily  in 
the  electric  utility  business  in  central  and 
southern  Minnesota,  southeastern  South 
Dakota,  and  in  the  Fargo -Grand  Forks 
and  Minot  areas  of  North  Dakota. 

The  Revenue  Bonds  will  be  sold  to 
purchase  pollution  control  equipment  at 
Applicant's  Sherburne  County  Generat¬ 
ing  Plant  at  Becker,  Minnesota.  Comple¬ 
tion  of  construction  and  initial  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  facilities  are  scheduled  for 
1976.  Said  equipment  will  be  sold  by  the 
City  to  the  Applicant  pursuant  to  a  sale 
agreement  (the  “Agreement”)  and  pay¬ 
ment  under  the  Agreement  will  be  suf¬ 
ficient  to  pay  principal,  interest,  and  pre¬ 
mium  if  any,  on  the  Revenue  Bonds.  The 
Revenue  Bonds  will  not  be  issued  by  the 
Applicant.  The  rate  of  interest  will  be 
negotiated  at  a  private  sale  of  the  Rev¬ 
enue  Bonds  between  the  City  and  the 
underwriters. 


The  authorization  sought  is  for  Appli¬ 
cant  to  issue  Its  First  Mortgage  Bonds  to 
the  City  to  secure  the  payment  of  prin¬ 
cipal,  interest,  and  premium  if  any,  on 
the  Revenue  Bonds. 

Expenditures  during  1974  for  the  con¬ 
struction  program  of  Applicant  are  esti¬ 
mated  at  $245  million,  of  which  $223 
million  is  for  electric  facilities,  $14  mil¬ 
lion  for  gas  facilities,  and  $8  million  for 
heating,  telephone,  and  general  facilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should,  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  petitions  to  intervene  or  protests 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  .  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc. 74-18568  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8936] 

OHIO  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Changes  in  Rates  and  Charges 
August  6, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  American  Electric 
Power  Service  Corporation  (AEP)  on 
July  29,  1974,  tendered  for  filing  on  be¬ 
half  of  its  affiliate,  Ohio  Power  Company 
(Ohio) ,  Modification  No.  4  dated  June  24, 
1974  to  the  Interconnection  Agreement 
dated  September  6,  1962,  between  Ohio 
and  Duquesne  Light  Company,  desig¬ 
nated  Ohio  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  33 
effective  June  24.  1974. 

Section  1  of  the  Modification  No.  4 
provides  for  an  increase  in  the  Demand 
Charge  for  Short  Term  Power  from 
$0.40  to  $0.45  per  kilowatt  per  week  and 
section  3  provides  for  a  minimum  charge 
in  the  Emergency  Service  Schedule 
which  is  applicable  only  if  the  supplying 
party  elects  the  presently  available  al¬ 
ternative  of  settlement  by  cash  payment 
rather  than  by  return  of  equivalent  en¬ 
ergy.  Waiver  is  requested  of  any  require¬ 
ments  not  already  complied  with  in 
§  35.13  of  the  Commission’s  regulations 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  19,  1974.  Protests  will  be 


considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc .74- 18583  Filed  8-13-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-8586,  E-8587] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  OF  INDIANA 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Revised  Fuel  Clause 

August  6, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  25,  1974,  the 
Public  Service  Company  of  Indiana 
tendered  for  filing  a  revised  fuel  adjust¬ 
ment  clause  in  accordance  with  Ordering 
Paragraph  (B)  of  the  Commission’s 
Order  issued  July  16,  1974,  in  the  above 
referenced  docket.  PSCI  states  that  a 
copy  of  the  proposed  fuel  adjustment 
clause  has  been  sent  to  the  customers,  all 
parties  listed  on  the  service  list,  and  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Indiana. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  August 
16,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  partic¬ 
ipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  is  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18584  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-7] 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 

August  6,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  Southern  Natural 
Gas  Company  (Southern),  on  July  26, 
1974,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  3.  Southern’s  proposed 
changes  would  increase  revenues  from  a 
field  sale  to  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Com¬ 
pany  under  Southern’s  Rate  Schedule  F- 
13  by  $2,600  based  on  an  estimated  sales 
volume  for  the  twelve-month  period  suc¬ 
ceeding  the  proposed  effective  date  of 
October  1,  1974. 

Southern  further  states  that  this  filing 
Is  being  made  to  reflect  an  Increase  in 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  1 58— WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  14,  1974 


29236 


NOTICES 


the  Southern  Louisiana  area  rate  pursu¬ 
ant  to  S  154.105(a)  (c)  (2)  for  gas  sold 
under  contracts  dated  on  or  after  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1968. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  .825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10) .  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  August  25, 1974.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  In  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Mart  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18589  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI75-45,  Docket  No.  CP76-23] 

TENNECO  OIL  CO.  AND  TENNESSEE  GAS 
PIPEUNE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  7, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  Tenneco  Oil  Company 
(Tenneco  Oil)  and  Tennessee  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Company,  A  Division  of  Tenneco 
Inc.  (Tennessee  Gas),  P.O.  Box  2511, 
Houston,  Texas  77001,  thereinafter  joint¬ 
ly  referred  to  as  Applicants]  have  filed 
in  Docket  Nos.  CI75-45  and  CP75-23,  re¬ 
spectively,  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  applications  for 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  certain  arrange¬ 
ments  necessary  for  the  sale  of  natural 
gas  in  interstate  commerce  by  Tenneco 
Oil  to  Creole  Gas  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Creole)  for  resale  to  Air  Products  and 
Chemicals,  Inc.  (Air  Products),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applications, 
which  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

On  July  23,  1974,  Tenneco  Oil  filed  for 
authorization  to  sell  up  to  22,500  Mcf 
of  gas  per  day  to  Creole  pursuant  to  the 
terms  of  a  contract  between  the  parties 
dated  August  13,  1964,  which  provides 
for  Tenneco  Oil  to  sell  to  Creole  for  re¬ 
sale  to  Air  Products  up  to  15,000  Mcf  of 
gas  per  day,  and  an  additional  7,500  Mcf 
per  day  upon-  six  months  prior  notice, 
for  a  term  extending  to  August  13,  1989. 
The  price  of  said  gas  is  currently  19.0 
cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025  psia  and  will  in¬ 
crease  shortly  to  20.0  cents  per  Mcf,  fur¬ 
ther  increasing  at  five-year  intervals  to 
21.5  cents  per  Mcf  and  21.75  cents  per 
Mcf. 

On  July  29,  1974,  Tennessee  Gas  filed 
for  authorization  to  transport  up  to 
22,500  Mcf  per  day  of  gas  from  various 
points  of  delivery  from  Tenneco  Oil  to 
the  physical  point  of  delivery  to  Creole 
at  the  tailgate  of  the  Ysclosky  processing 
plant  in  St.  Bernard  Parish,  Louisiana. 
Tennessee  Gas  states  that  it  has  been 
rendering  this  service  at  15,000  Mcf  per 


day  pursuant  to  a  Gas  Transportation 
Agreement  dated  September  14,  1964, 
subsequently  amended  August  8,  1973, 
and  July  22,  1974,  with  Tenneco  Oil,  but 
that,  since  Creole  has  exercised  its  op¬ 
tion,  additional  volumes  will  be  deliver¬ 
able  beginning  January  1,  1976.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  the  August  8,  1973,  amendment 
Tenneco  Oil  pays  Tennessee  Gas  for  this 
service  a  monthly  demand  charge  cal¬ 
culated  by  multiplying  the  contract 
quantity  by  26  cents  per  Mcf  and  a 
volume  charge  calculated  by  multiplying 
the  volume  delivered  by  0.89  cent  per 
Mcf. 

Tenneco  Oil  states  that  the  gas  for  the 
subject  sale  originally  came  from  its 
reserves  at  Lake  Barre  in  southern 
Louisiana.  After  deliverability  declined, 
however,  Tenneco  Oil  found  it  necessary 
to  designate  other  gas  for  delivery  to 
Creole.1  Consequently,  Applicants  re¬ 
quest  authorization  to  operate  the  de¬ 
livery  points  already  in  use  through 
which  the  following  gas  is  delivered  by 
Tennessee  Gas’  system  to  Creole  for  re¬ 
sale  to  Air  Products : 

(1)  Om  from  Lake  Barre,  as  described; 

(2)  Gas  from  South  Tlmballer  Blocks  22 
and  27,  offshore  Louisiana; 

(3)  Gas  from  West  Cameron  Block  201, 
delivered  at  points  In  West  Cameron  Blocks 
194  and  216; 

(4)  Gas  from  unnamed  fields  delivered 
at  a  point  near  the  west  line  of  Section  32, 
Township  12  North,  Range  13  West,  Desoto 
Parish,  Louisiana. 

Applicants  further  request  authorization 
to  operate  additional  delivery  points  at 
which  gas  will  be  delivered  from  the 
following; 

Docket  No.  CT75-45,  et  al. 

(1)  Vermilion  Block  246,  offshore  Louisi¬ 
ana;  * 

(2)  Tenneco  Oil’s  Terrebonne  Land  De¬ 
velopment,  et  al.,  WeU  No.  1,  In  Terrebonne 
Parish,  Louisiana. 

The  applications  state  that  Applicants 
believed  at  the  time  of  entering  into  the 
initial  agreements  that  said  sale  of  gas 
for  resale  and  the  transportation  service 
did  not  require  certification  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Tenneco  Oil’s  application,  how¬ 
ever,  states  that  after  Creole  notified 
Tenneco  Oil  of  its  intention  to  exercise 
its  option  to  purchase  the  additional  7,500 
Mcf  per  day,  a  review  of  the  facts  and 
law  indicated  Commission  authorization 
was  required  for  the  entire  arrangement. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  Tenneco  Oil 
requests  authorization  for  its  prior  sales 
and  all  future  sales  of  up  to  22,500  Mcf 
per  day  as  described  above  and  for  opera¬ 
tion  of  aU  of  the  above  delivery  points, 
both  currently  in  use  and  proposed  for 
future  use;  and  Tennessee  Gas  requests 
authorization  for  the  presently  existing 


1  Applicants  state  that  Tenneco  Oil  has 
been  unable  at  times  to  deliver  the  full 
dally  volumes  to  Creole  and  that  Tennessee 
Gas  has  delivered  sufficient  gas  to  satisfy 
contract  quantities.  This  has  resulted  in  an 
Imbalance  In  deliveries  between  the  two 
parties. 

*  Tennessee  Gas  states  It  will  file  In  the  near 
future  for  authorization  to  construct  and 
operate  faculties  necessary  to  attach  Ten¬ 
neco  OU’s  reserves  In  Vermilion  Block  246. 


transportation  service  and  future  service 
and  for  the  operation  of  delivery  points 
currently  in  use  and  proposed  for  future 
use,  all  as  described  alone. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  3,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  hearings  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
these  applications  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificates  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18587  Filed  8-13-74;8:46  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP66-12,  etc.  and  0-9283,  etc.] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Notice  of  Refund  Schedule 

August  7,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  29,  1974,  the 
Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion,  pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  order 
issued  August  3,  1973,  in  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation’s  Docket  No. 
RP66-12  and  Atlantic  Richfield  Com¬ 
pany,  et  al.,  Docket  Nos.  G-9283,  et  al., 
and  in  purported  compliance  with  Order¬ 
ing  Paragraph  (E)  of  the  Commission’s 
Order  issued  August  10,  1971,  in  Docket 
No.  RP66-12,  tendered  for  filing  sched¬ 
ules  of  refunds  made  pursuant  to  the 
above  mentioned  order.  The  schedules  of 
refunds  consist  of  a  summary  schedule 
of  all  refunds,  three  schedules  of  refunds 
in  Docket  No.  RP66-12  purportedly  com¬ 
puted  in  accordance  with  ordering 
Paragraph  (C) ,  one  schedule  summariz¬ 
ing  the  supplier  refunds  of  amounts  paid 
to  Texas  Eastern  under  Docket  No. 
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RP66-12,  and  one  schedule  setting  forth 
the  percent  of  total  distribution  of  re¬ 
funds.  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration  also  tendered  for  filing  detailed 
refund  calculations  submitted  by  Texas 
Eastern  to  Algonquin  Gas  Transmission 
Company  which  Texas  Eastern  states  are 
representative  of  the  detailed  refund 
calculations  submitted  to  all  of  Texas 
Eastern’s  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  22,  1974.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18582  Piled  8-13-74;  8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  2153] 

UNITED  WATER  CONSERVATION 
DISTRICT 

Application  for  Amendment  of  License  for 
Constructed  Project 

August  8, 1974. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a-825r)  by 
United  Water  Conservation  District 
(correspondence  to:  Mr.  Richard  A. 
Smith,  General  Manager  and  Chief  Engi¬ 
neer,  United  Water  Conservation  Dis¬ 
trict  Post  Office  Box  432,  Santa  Paula, 
California  93060)  for  amendment  of 
license  for  constructed  Project  No.  2153, 
known  as  the  Santa  Felicia  Project,  lo¬ 
cated  on  Piru  Creek,  in  Ventura  County, 
California  affecting  lands  of  the  United 
States.  £ 

The  application  seeks  Commission  ap¬ 
proval  to  raise  the  height  of  Santa  Felicia 
Dam  three  feet  by  addition  of  a  concrete 
block  parapet  wall  along  the  crest  of  the 
dam,  raise  sections  of  the  spillway  walls, 
and  reinforce  a  23-foot  long  section  of 
the  outlet  conduit.  The  additions  to  the 
dam  and  spillway  walls  are  recommended 
by  the  Applicant’s  consultant  to  contain 
the  estimated  probable  maximum  flood 
as  computed  using  U.S.  Weather  Bureau 
procedures.  The  consultant’s  report 
recommending  the  changes  to  the  proj¬ 
ect  was  submitted  to  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  Part  12  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  16, 1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 


petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve 
to  make  the  protestants  parties  to  a 
proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become 
parties  to.  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules.  The  appli¬ 
cation  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18577  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8922 ] 

WASHINGTON  WATER  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Change  in  Rates 

August  7,  1974.  ' 
Take  notice  that  The  Washington 
Water  Power  Company  of  Spokane, 
Washington  (Water  Power)  on  July  22, 
1974,  pursuant  to  section  205  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  and  Part  35  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations  thereunder,  ten¬ 
dered,  for  filing  a  change  in  rate  appli¬ 
cable  to  Water  Power’s  electric  service 
furnished  Pacific  Power  &  Light  Com¬ 
pany  of  Portland,  Oregon  (Pacific)  for 
its  resale  in  and  about  Sandpoint,  Idaho. 
The  change  in  rate  is  proposed  to  become 
effective  September  1,  1974.  being  the 
expiration  date  of  the  current  Water 
Power-Pacific  contract. 

Water  Power  states  that  the  proposed 
rate  change  to  Pacific  is  submitted  for 
the  purpose  of  compensating  Water 
Power  for  increases  in  its  cost  of  capital, 
labor,  materials  and  taxes.  The  proposed 
rate  change  brings  Pacific  under  Water 
Power’s  Tariff  and  Rate  Schedule  61  filed 
with  the  Commission  January  3,  1974, 
and  made  effective  February  4,  1974. 
Water  Power  claims  that  the  current 
wholesale  contract  rate  with  Pacific  is 
deficient  by  some  $152,000  annually  based 
on  sales  volumes  set  forth  in  the  state¬ 
ments  accompanying  its  notice  of  change 
in  rates. 

Copies  of  the  filing  have  been  served 
upon  Pacific  Power  &  Light  Company 
and  the  interested  state  commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  notice  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  21,  1974.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Water 
Power’s  tariff  and  revisions  are  on  file 


with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.74-18575  Filed  8-13-74; 8: 45  am] 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION  BOARD 
Notice  of  Meeting  and  Agenda 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  86  Stat.  770,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  National  Credit  Union 
Board  will  hold  its  quarterly  meeting  on 
September  5-6,  1974,  at  the  offices  of  the 
National  Credit  Union  Administration, 
2025  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20456.  The  meetings  will  commence  at 
9 : 00  a.m.  daily  in  Room  4210. 

The  agenda  for  this  meeting  will  con¬ 
sist  of  an  update  briefing  regarding  the 
activities  of  the  several  offices  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Credit  Union  Administration,  a 
briefing  on  the  progress  of  the  Adminis¬ 
tration’s  library  project,  a  briefing  on 
share  insurance  activities,  a  briefing  on 
two-year  insured  Federal  credit  unions, 
and  other  aspects  of  the  Administration. 

On  September  5, 1974,  at  11  a.m.,  there 
will  be  a  presentation  on  the  subject  of 
remote  automated  teller  terminal  system 
in  use  by  NCR  Employees  Credit  Union. 

Matters  for  discussion  will  include  leg¬ 
islative  activities. 

This  meeting  of  the  National  Credit 
Union  Board  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Members  of  the  public  may  file  written 
statements  with  the  Board  either  before 
or  after  the  meeting.  To  the  extent  that 
time  permits,  interested  persons  may  be 
permitted  to  present  oral  statements  to 
the  Board  only  on  items  listed  in  the 
aforementioned  agenda.  Requests  to 
present  such  oral  statements  must  be  ap¬ 
proved  in  advance  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Board.  Such  requests  should  be  di¬ 
rected  to  the  Chairman,  National  Credit 
Union  Board,  National  Credit  Union  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Washington,  D.C.  20456. 

Herman  Nickerson,  Jr., 
Administrator. 

August  6,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18639  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

LITERATURE  ADVISORY  PANEL 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  <Pub. 
L.  92-463),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
a  closed  meeting  of  the  Literature  Ad¬ 
visory  Panel  to  the  National  Endowment 
for  the  Arts  will  be  held  at  9:00  a.m.  on 
August  26,  1974  in  the  conference  room 
of  the  Shoreham  Building,  806  15th  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

This  meeting  Is  for  the  purpose  of 
Panel  review,  discussion,  evaluation,  and 
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recommendation  on  applications  for  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  under  the  National 
Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the  Humani¬ 
ties  Act  of  1965,  as  amended,  including 
discussion  of  information  given  in  con¬ 
fidence  to  the  agency  by  grant  appli¬ 
cants.  In  accordance  with  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  Chairman  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  January  10, 
1973,  this  meeting,  which  involves  mat¬ 
ters  exempt  from  the  requirements  of 
public  disclosure  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  552(b)  (4) ,  (5) ,  and  (6) ) ,  will  not 
be  open  to  the  public. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mrs. 
Luna  Diamond,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Endow¬ 
ment  for  the  Arts,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506,  or  call  (202)  382-5871. 

Edward  M.  Wolfe, 
Administrative  Officer,  Na¬ 
tional  Endowment  for  the 
Arts,  National  Foundation  on 
the  Arts  and  the  Humanities. 

[FR  Doc.74-18636  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

LIST  OF  REQUESTS 
Clearance  of  Reports 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  August  9,  1974  (44  U.S.C. 
3509) .  The  purpose  of  publishing  this  list 
in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform  the 
public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  the  frequency  with  which  the 
information  is  proposed  to  be  collected; 
the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  reviewing 
division  within  OMB,  and  an  indication 
of  who  will  be  the  respondents  to  the 
proposed  collection 

The  symbol  (x)  identifies  proposals 
which  appear  to  raise  no  significant 
issues,  and  are  to  be  approved  after  brief 
notice  through  this  release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  Daily  List  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  Washington,  D.C. 
20503,  (202-395-4529). 

New  Forms 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  ol  the  Census: 

Questionnaire — Statistical  Abstract  of  the 

United  States,  1974,  Form _ _  Single 

time,  Ellett,  Statistical  abstract  users. 
National  Bureau  of  Standards: 

Voluntary  Energy  Conservation  Labelling 
Program  Consumer  Interview  Schedule, 
Energy  Guide  Label  for  Refrigerators 

and  Freezers,  Form _ ,  Single  time, 

Weiner/Lowry,  Appliance  consumers. 
Voluntary  Energy  Conservation  Labelling 
Program  Retailer  Interview  Schedule, 
Energy  Guide  Label  for  Refrigerators 

and  Freezers,  Form _ ,  Single  time, 

Weiner/Lowry,  Retail  sales  personnel. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

National  Institute  of  Education.: 

Career  Education  Case  Studies:  Telephone 
Survey,  Form  NTS  63,  Single  time, 
Planchon,  Directors  of  one  hundred 
career  education  programs. 

ACTION 

Program  for  Local  Service  Research  Ques¬ 
tionnaire;  Form _ _  Single  time,  Lowry, 

Volunteers  in  PLS  Program. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCT 

Benefits  of  Pollution  Abatement;  Form _ , 

Single  time,  Weiner,  Households  in  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  SMSA. 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

Notice  Filing;  Form _ Occasional,  Cay- 

wood,  Savings  and  Loan  Holding  Com¬ 
panies. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration: 

Application  for  Transfer  of  Vessels,  Forms 
MA29,  29A,  29B,  Occasional,  Lowry,  Pri¬ 
vate  and  governmental  steamship  opera¬ 
tors. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Inventory  of  Public  Water  Supplies:  Form 
EPA  18,  Occasional,  Lowry,  State  agency 
and  water  utility  personnel  and  Federal 
Recreation  Area  managers. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics: 

1974  Occupational  Injuries  and  Illnesses 
Survey,  Form  OSHA  103,  Annually, 
Evinger  (x) ,  Employers  In  private  indus¬ 
try  except  mining. 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration:  Application  for  Accreditation  to 
Perform  Gear  Certification,  Form  OS  HA- 
20,  Occasional,  Evinger  (x) . 

Course  Evaluation,  Form  OSHA-49,  Occa¬ 
sional,  Evinger  (x) . 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion: 

Employer/ 'Employee  Application  for  Train¬ 
ing,  Form  OS  HA-66,  Occasional,  Evin¬ 
ger  (x). 

Material  Safety  Data  Sheet,  Form  OSHA-20, 
Occasional,  Evinger  (x). 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Complaint 
Form,  Form  OSHA-7,  Occasional,  Evinger 
(x). 

Velma  N.  Baldwin, 
Assistant  to  the  Director 
for  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.74-18813  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[70-5519] 

ALLEGHENY  PITTSBURGH  COAL  CO. 

ET  AL. 

Proposed  Open  Account  Advance  to  Sub¬ 
sidiary  Company  and  Acquisition  of  Coal 
Mine  by  Subsidiary  Company  Through 
Installment  Purchase 

August  7, 1974. 

In  the  matter  of  Allegheny  Pittsburgh 
Coal  Co.,  Cabin  Hill,  Greensburg,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  15601;  Monongahela  Power  Co., 
1310  Fairmont  Avenue,  Fairmont,  West 
Virginia  26554;  The  Potomac  Edison  Co., 


Downsville  Pike,  Hagerstown,  Maryland 
21740;  West  Penn  Power  Co.,  Cabin  Hill, 
Greensburg,  Pennsylvania  15601. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  The  Poto¬ 
mac  Edison  Company  (“PE”),  Monon¬ 
gahela  Power  Company  (“Mononga¬ 
hela”)  and  West  Penn  Power  Company 
(“West  Penn”),  electric  utility  subsidi¬ 
ary  companies  of  Allegheny  Power  Sys¬ 
tem,  Inc.  (“APS”),  a  registered  holding 
company,  and  Allegheny  Pittsburgh  Coal 
Company  (“AP  Coal”),  a  subsidiary  of 
West  Penn,  has  filed  an  application-dec¬ 
laration  and  an  amendment  thereto  with 
this  Commission  designating  sections  6, 

7,  9(a),  10  and  12  of  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”)  as 
applicable  to  the  proposed  transactions. 
All  interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
application-declaration,  which  is  sum¬ 
marized  below,  for  a  complete  statement 
of  the  proposed  transactions. 

Applicants-declarants  propose  a  series 
of  transactions  designed  to  enable  AP 
Coal  to  exercise  an  option  to  purchase  a 
coal  mine  near  Cowens,  West  Virginia, 
(“Cowens  Mine”)  and  to  reallocate  the 
ownership  of  AP  Coal.  AP  Coal,  a  Penn¬ 
sylvania  corporation,  now  has  as  its  en¬ 
tire  capitalization  10,000  shares  of  com¬ 
mon  stock  (par  value  $0.05)  issued  and 
outstanding,  all  of  said  shares  presently 
being  owned  by  West  Penn.  AP  Coal’s 
principal  asset  is  a  coal  reserve  acquired 
in  1971  and  its  principal  liability  is  an 
obligation  to  West  Penn  in  the  amount 
of  $2,955,000  outstanding  as  of  June  30, 
1974.  The  coal  reserve  is  being  held  as 
a  coal  supply  for  a  future  APS  station 
to  be  owned  by  West  Penn,  Monongahela 
and  PE  as  tenants  in  common.  Except 
for  holding  this  reserve,  AP  Coal  Is  an 
inactive  company. 

As  an  initial  step  in  a  proposed  re¬ 
organization  and  expansion  of  AP  Coal, 
it  is  proposed  that  West  Penn  make  an 
open  account  advance  of  up  to  $7,000,000 
to  AP  Coal  so  that  AP  Coal  may  exer¬ 
cise  an  option  to  purchase  the  Cowens 
mine.  Pursuant  to  an  option  agreement, 
AP  Coal  intends  to  purchase  the  Cowens 
mine  from  Ernest  A.  Desroslers,  Wilfred 
Desrosiers,  Leo  C.  Desrosiers  and  Ray¬ 
mond  C,  Desrosiers  (partners  trading 
and  doing  business  as  Desrosiers  Broth¬ 
ers)  (“sellers”)  by  paying  the  sellers 
$6,000,000  upon  exercise  of  the  option 
and  the  balance  of  the  total  stated 
$27,400,000  purchase  price  in  40  quar¬ 
terly  installments  of  $535,000.  There  is 
no  stated  interest  rate  in  the  option 
agreement.  At  the  time  of  the  exercise 
of  the  option,  AP  Coal  also  intends  to 
exercise  an  option  to  purchase  coal  min¬ 
ing  equipment  from  the  sellers  for  a  total 
price  of  $1,000,000,  this  amount  to  be 
paid  at  the  time  of  exercise  of  said  op¬ 
tion.  It  is  stated  that  the  Cowens  mine 
will  produce  low-sulfur  coal  for  use  in 
the  APS  System. 

The  open  account  advance  will  be 
made  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  60  days 
from  September  1,  1974,  and  will  bear 
interest  at  a  rate  equal  to  West  Penn’s 
Interest  cost  from  time  to  time  of  short¬ 
term  borrowings.  The  open  account  ad¬ 
vance  is  to  be  prepayable  at  any  time 
without  premium  or  penalty. 
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It  is  stated  that  no  state  commission 
and  no  federal  commission,  other  than 
this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over 
this  initial  step  of  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions.  Pees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred 
in  connection  with  all  proposed  transac¬ 
tions  are  estimated  not  to  exceed  $3,000. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Au¬ 
gust  29,  1974,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  application-declara¬ 
tion,  as  amended,  which  he  desires  to 
controvert;  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  re¬ 
quest  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or 
by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  the  ap- 
plicants-declarants  at  the  above-stated 
addresses,  and  proof  of  service  (by  affi¬ 
davit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law, 
by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with  the 
request.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  the 
application-declaration,  as  amended,  or 
as  it  may  be  further  amended,  may  be 
granted  and  permitted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  pursuant  to  Rule  23  of  the  general 
rules  and  regulations  promulgated  under 
the  Act,  or  the  Commission  may  grant 
exemption  from  such  rules  as  provided 
in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take 
such  other  action  as  it  may  deem  appro¬ 
priate.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered 
will  receive  any  notices  and  orders  is¬ 
sued  in  this  matter,  including  the  date 
of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  post¬ 
ponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18677  Filed  8-13-74; 8: 45  am] 


[70-5535] 

DELMARVA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO.  AND 
DELMARVA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO.  OF  VIR¬ 
GINIA 

Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of  Promissory 
Notes  by  Subsidiary  Public-Utility  Com¬ 
pany  and  Acquisition  and  Pledge  There¬ 
of  by  Parent  Registered  Holding  Com¬ 
pany 

August  7, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Delmarva 
Power  &  Light  Company  (“Delmarva”), 
800  King  Street,  Wilmington,  Delaware, 
19899,  a  registered  holding  company  and 
a  public-utility  company,  and  its  subsid¬ 
iary  company,  Delmarva  Power  &  Light 
Company  of  Virginia  (“Virginia”),  U.S. 
Route  13  and  Naylor  Mill  Road,  Salis¬ 
bury,  Maryland,  21801,  a  public-utility 
company,  all  of  whose  outstanding  se¬ 
curities  are  owned  by  Delmarva,  have 
filed  with  this  Commission  an  applica¬ 
tion-declaration  pursuant  to  the  Public 


Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(“Act”),  designating  sections  6(b),  9(a), 
12(d),  and  12(f)  of  the  Act  and  Rules 
43,  44,  and  50(a)  (3)  promulgated  there¬ 
under  as  applicable  to  the  proposed 
transactions.  All  Interested  persons  are 
referred  to  said  application-declaration, 
which  is  summarized  below,  for  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions. 

From  time  to  time  prior  to  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1976,  Virginia  proposes  to  issue 
and  sell  to  Delmarva  for  cash  its  prom¬ 
issory  notes  due  30  years  from  the  date 
of  issuance,  in  an  aggregate  principal 
amount  not  in  excess  of  $2,750,000. 
Delmarva  will  purchase  such  notes, 
when  issued,  at  the  principal  amount 
thereof  plus  accrued  interest  from  their 
issuance  date.  The  notes  will  bear  in¬ 
terest  at  10.1  percent  per  annum  (such 
interest  rate  being  based  on  the  cost  of 
the  last  public  borrowings  of  Delmarva) , 
but,  at  such  time  as  Delmarva  shall 
market  its  next  issue  of  bonds,  all  notes 
thereafter  issued  by  Virginia  shall  bear 
interest  equal  to  the  cost  of  money  to 
Delmarva  under  such  bond  issue, 
rounded  to  the  nearest  higher  one- 
tenth  of  one  percent.  The  notes  and 
stock  will  be  pledged  by  Delmarva  with 
Chemical  Bank  (formerly  Chemical 
Bank  New  York  Trust  Company), 
Trustee,  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Indenture  of  Mortgage 
and  Deed  of  Trust  of  Delmarva  to 
Chemical  Bank,  Trustee,  dated  as  of 
October  1,  1943,  relating  to  Delmarva’s 
first  mortgage  and  collateral  trust  bonds. 
Virginia  will  use  the  proceeds  derived 
from  the  sale  of  the  notes  for  future 
capital  expenditures  and  other  corporate 
purposes.  Proposed  additions  to  Vir¬ 
ginia’s  property  and  plant  are  estimated 
at  $1,269,648  for  1974,  $1,488,927  for 
1975,  and  $2,233,050  for  1976. 

It  is  stated  that  other  than  required 
filing  fees  in  respect  of  the  proposed 
transactions,  miscellaneous  expenses  will 
be  nominal.  The  filing  states  that  the  is¬ 
suance  and  sale  of  promissory  notes  by 
Virginia,  and  the  acquisition  and  pledge 
thereof  by  Delmarva,  are  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  State  Corporation 
Commission  of  Virginia  and  indicates 
that  no  other  State  commission  and  no 
Federal  Commission,  other  than  this 
Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1974,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  application- declara¬ 
tion  which  he  desires  to  controvert;  or 
he  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  should  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (air  mail  if 
the  person  being  served  is  located  more 
than  500  miles  from  the  point  of  mail¬ 
ing)  upon  the  applicants-declarants  at 


the  above-stated  addresses  and  proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  at- 
torney-at-law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  application-declaration,  as 
filed  or  as  it  may  be  amended,  may  be 
granted  and  permitted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  as  provided  in  Rule  23  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act,  or  the  Commission  may 
grant  exemption  from  such  rules  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or 
take  such  other  action  as  it  may  deem 
appropriate.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered  will  receive  any  notices  and  or¬ 
ders  issued  in  this  matter,  including  the 
date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18678  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[70-5357] 

MONONGAHELA  POWER  CO.  ET  AL. 

Filing  of  Post-Effective  Amendment  Re¬ 
garding  Issue  and  Sale  of  Short-Term 
Notes  to  Banks  and  Commercial  Paper 
Dealers  and  Exception  From  Competi¬ 
tive  Bidding 

August  7,  1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Mononga- 
hela  Power  Company  (“Monongahela”), 
1310  Fairmont  Avenue,  Fairmont,  West 
Virginia,  26554,  The  Potomac  Edison 
Company  (“PE”) ,  Downsville  Pike, 
Hagerstown,  Maryland,  21740,  and  West 
Penn  Power  Company  (“West  Penn”), 
800  Cabin  Hill  Drive,  Greensburg,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  15601,  public  utility  subsidiary 
companies  of  Allegheny  Power  System, 
Inc.,  a  registered  holding  company,  have 
filed  with  this  Commission  a  post-effec¬ 
tive  amendment  to  the  application  pre¬ 
viously  filed  in  this  matter,  pursuant  to 
section  6(b)  of  the  Public  Utility  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”)  and 
Rule  50(a)(5)  promulgated  thereunder. 
All  interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
application  as  now  amended,  which  is 
summarized  below,  for  a  complete  state¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  transactions. 

By  orders  dated  July  27,  1973  and  May 
7,  1974  (Holding  Company  Act  Release 
Nos.  18041  and  18404) ,  this  Commission, 
among  other  things,  authorized  the  issue 
and  sale  of  short-term  notes  to  banks 
and  to  dealers  in  commercial  paper  by 
PE  from  time  to  time  for  the  period  July 
31, 1973  to  December  31, 1974. 

The  orders  also  contained  a  limitation 
which  provided  that  the  maximum 
amount  of  unsecured  debt,  including  debt 
with  a  maturity  in  excess  of  10  years,  out¬ 
standing  at  any  one  time,  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  20  percent  of  PE’s  total  capitaliza¬ 
tion. 

The  names  of  banks  from  which  bor¬ 
rowings  are  proposed  to  be  effected  and 
the  maximum  amount  which  may  be 
outstanding  at  any  one  time  from  each 
of  such  banks  are  as  follows: 
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First  National  City  Bank - $40., 000,  000 

Mellon  Bank  N_A _  30.000,000 

Chemical  Bank _  30, 000, 000 

Pittsburgh  National  Bank _  5,000,000 

Manufacturers  Hanover  Trust 

Co  _  20, 000, 000 

Chase  Manhattan  Bank  NA _  5, 000, 000 

Irving  Trust  Co _  5, 000, 000 

Total _  135,000,000 


Each  note  payable  to  a  bank  will  be 
dated  as  of  the  date  of  the  borrowing 
which  it  evidences,  will  mature  not  more 
than  270  days  after  the  date  of  issuance 
or  renewal  thereof,  will  bear  interest  at 
the  prime  or  comparable  interest  rate 
of  the  bank  from  which  the  borrowing 
is  made,  in  effect  at  the  time  of  issuance 
or  in  effect  from  time  to  time,  and  will 
be  prepayable  at  any  time  without  pre¬ 
mium  or  penalty. 

It  is  now  proposed  that  the  maximum 
amount  of  PE’s  short-term  notes  out¬ 
standing  at  any  one  time  will  not,  when 
taken  together  with  any  commercial  pa¬ 
per  outstanding  and  any  long-term  un¬ 
secured  debt  outstanding,  be  in  excess  of 
$55,000,000,  Including  any  notes  which 
may  be  outstanding  pursuant  to  prior 
orders  of  the  Commission.  It  is  stated 
that  PE  maintains  balances  to  meet  reg¬ 
ular  operating  requirements  at  these 
banks  which  vary  in  amount  from  time 
to  time.  If  average  balances  were  main¬ 
tained  solely  to  fulfill  compensating  bal¬ 
ance  requirements  of  major  banks,  ap¬ 
proximately  20  percent,  the  effective 
interest  cost  to  each  of  the  companies 
issuing  and  selling  the  notes  on  the  basis 
of  a  prime  commercial  credit  or  com¬ 
parable  rate  of  12  percent  would  be  15 
percent. 

The  commercial  paper  will  be  in  the 
form  of  promissory  notes  in  denomina¬ 
tions  of  not  less  than  $50,000  nor  more 
than  $5,000,000  and  will  be  of  varying 
maturities,  with  no  maturity  more  than 
270  days  after  the  date  of  issue.  None 
will  be  prepayable  prior  to  maturity.  The 
commercial  paper  notes  will  be  sold  di¬ 
rectly  to  a  dealer  or  dealers  in  com¬ 
mercial  paper,  at  a  discount  not  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  discount  rate  per  annum 
prevailing  at  the  time  of  Issuance  for 
commercial  paper  of  comparable  quality 
and  of  the  particular  maturity.  The 
dealer  or  dealers  may  reoffer  the  com¬ 
mercial  paper  at  a  discount  rate  of  y8  of 
1  percent  per  annum  less  than  the  dis¬ 
count  rate  to  PE.  No  commercial  paper 
notes  will  be  issued  having  a  maturity 
of  more  than  90  days  at  an  effective 
Interest  cost  which  exceeds  the  effective 
interest  cost  at  which  PE  is  able  to  bor¬ 
row  the  same  amount  from  banks  at  that 
time.  Such  dealer  or  dealers  will  reoffer 
the  commercial  paper  notes  to  not  more 
than  200  of  its  or  their  customers  iden¬ 
tified  and  designated  in  a  list  for  each 
company  (nonpublic)  prepared  in  ad¬ 
vance.  It  is  expected  that  the  commercial 
paper  notes  will  be  held  by  the  cus¬ 
tomers  to  maturity,  but  if  the  customers 
wish  to  resell  prior  to  maturity,  the 
dealer  or  dealers,  pursuant  to  a  verbal 
repurchase  agreement,  will  repurchase 
the  notes  and  reoffer  them  to  others  on 
said  list. 


PE  requests  an  exception  from  the 
competitive  bidding  requirements  of 
Rule  50  for  the  proposed  issue  and  sale 
of  its  commercial  paper  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)  (5)  thereof.  PE  also  re¬ 
quests  authority  to  file  certificates  under 
Rule  24  with  respect  to  the  issue  and  sale 
of  commercial  paper  hereafter  consum¬ 
mated  pursuant  to  this  application  on  a 
quarterly  basis. 

No  state  commission  and  no  federal 
commission,  other  than  this  Commission, 
has  jurisdiction  over  the  proposed 
transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Au¬ 
gust  29,  1974,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact 
or  law  raised  by  said  post-effective 
amendment  to  the  application  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or 
by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  50  miles  from 
the  point  of  mailing)  upon  the  appli¬ 
cants  at  the  above-stated  addresses,  and 
proof  of  service  (by  affidavit,  or  in  case  of 
an  attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should 
be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time 
after  said  date,  the  application,  as  now 
amended  or  as  it  may  be  further 
amended,  may  be  granted  as  provided 
in  Rule  23  of  the  general  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  promulgated  under  the  Act,  or 
the  Commission  may  grant  exemption 
from  such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules 
20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other 
action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Per¬ 
sons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as 
to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  re¬ 
ceive  any  notices  and  orders  Issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[sealI  Georgs  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-18679  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 
(70-6528] 

PENNSYLVANIA  POWER  CO. 

Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of  First  Mortgage 
Bonds  at  Competitive  Bidding 

August  7, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Power  Company  (“Pennsylvania”) , 
1  East  Washington  Street,  New  Castle, 
Pennsylvania  16103,  an  electric  utility 
subsidiary  company  of  Ohio  Edison  Com¬ 
pany  (“Ohio  Edison”) ,  a  registered  hold¬ 
ing  company,  has  filed  an  application 
with  this  Commission  pursuant  to  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“Act”),  designating  section  6(b) 
of  the  Act  and  Rule  50  promulgated 


thereunder  as  applicable  to  the  proposed 
transaction.  All  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  application,  which  is 
summarized  below,  for  a  complete  state¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  transaction. 

Pennsylvania  proposes  to  issue  and 
sell,  subject  to  the  competitive  bidding 
requirements  of  Rule  50  under  the  Act, 
up  to  $10,090,000  principal  amount  of 
First  Mortgage  Bonds, - percent  Se¬ 

ries  (the  “new  Bonds”)  to  mature  in  not 
less  than  5  years  and  not  more  than  30 
years.  Pennsylvania  will  sell  the  new 
Bonds  at  competitive  bidding  for  a  price 
to  Pennsylvania  of  not  less  than  100  per 
cent  (unless  Pennsylvania  shall  author¬ 
ize  a  lower  percentage,  not  less  than  99 
percent),  or  more  than  102%  percent  of 
the  principal  amount  thereof  and  ac¬ 
crued  interest.  The  new  Bonds  are  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  issued  under  Pennsylvania’s 
Indenture  dated  as  of  November  1,  1945, 
to  The  First  National  Bank  of  the  City 
of  New  York  (now  First  National  City 
Bank) ,  as  Trustee,  as  heretofore  amend¬ 
ed  and  supplemented  and  as  proposed  to 
be  amended  and  supplemented  by  a  Sup¬ 
plemental  Indenture  to  be  dated  as  of 
the  first  day  of  the  calendar  month  in 
which  the  new  Bonds  are  issued. 

Pennsylvania  intends  to  apply  the 
proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the  new  Bonds 
for  the  construction  and  acquisition  of 
new  facilities  and  the  betterment  of  ex¬ 
isting  facilities,  to  repay  short-term 
loans  (estimated  to  aggregate  $6,000,000 
at  the  time  of  the  sale  of  the  new 
Bonds)  incurred  for  such  purposes,  and 
to  reimburse  Pennsylvania’s  treasury  in 
part  for  monies  expended  for  such  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  paid  by 
Pennsylvania  in  connection  with  the  is¬ 
suance  and  sale  of  the  new  Bonds,  in¬ 
cluding  legal  fees,  will  be  supplied  by 
amendment. 

The  Pennsylvania  Public  Utility  Com¬ 
mission  has  Jurisdiction  over  the  pro¬ 
posed  issue  and  sell  by  Pennsylvania  of 
the  new  Bonds.  No  other  state  commis¬ 
sion  and  no  federal  commission,  other 
than  this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  proposed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1974,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  application  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  the  applicant  at 
the  above-stated  address,  and  proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  at¬ 
torney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  application,  as  filed  or  as 
it  may  be  amended,  may  be  granted  as 
provided  in  Rule  23  of  the  general  rules 
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and  regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  or  the  Commission  may  grant  ex¬ 
emption  from  such  rules  as  provided  in 
Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such 
other  action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice 
as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  re¬ 
ceive  any  notices  and  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18676  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[File  No.  600-1] 

ARTHRITIS  CLINICS  INTERNATIONAL, 
INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

August  6,  1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Arthritis  Clinics  International, 
Inc.  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(c)  (5)  of  the  Securites  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period  from 
11:45  a.m.  (E.d.t.)  on  August  6,  1974 
through  midnight  (E.d.t.)  on  August  15, 
1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.74-18673  Filed  8-13-74; 8: 45  am] 


[File  No.  81-151] 

MULTI  BENEFIT  REALTY  FUND  III 

Notice  of  and  Order  for  Hearing  on 
Application  for  Exemption 

August  6,  1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Multi  Bene¬ 
fit  Realty  Fund  in  (“the  Applicant”) 
has  filed  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  12(h)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended  (“the  Act”)  for 
an  order  exempting  the  Applicant  from 
the  provisions  of  section  12(g)  of  the 
Act.  Exemption  from  section  12(g)  will 
have  the  effect  of  exempting  the  Appli¬ 
cant  from  sections  13  and  14  of  the  Act 
and  any  officer,  director  or  ten  percent 
beneficial  owner  from  section  16  thereof. 

Section  12(g)  of  the  Act  requires  the 
registration  of  the  securities  of  every  is¬ 
suer  which  is  engaged  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  or  in  a  business  .affecting  inter¬ 
state  commerce,  or  whose  securities  are 
traded  by  use  of  the  mails  or  any  means 
or  instrumentality  of  interstate  com¬ 
merce,  and  on  the  last  day  of  the  fiscal 
year  has  total  assets  exceeding  $1  million 


and  a  class  of  equity  securities  held  of 
record  by  500  or  more  persons.  Registra¬ 
tion  is  terminated  90  days  after  the 
issuer  files  a  certification  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  the  number  of  holders  of 
the  registered  class  of  securities  is  fewer 
than  300  persons. 

Section  12(h)  empowers  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  exempt,  in  whole  or  in  part,  any 
issuer  or  class  of  issuers  from  the  regis¬ 
tration,  periodic  reporting,  proxy  solici¬ 
tation  and  other  requirements  of  the  Act, 
if  the  Commission  finds  by  reason  of  the 
number  of  public  investors,  amount  of 
trading  interest  in  the  securities,  the  na¬ 
ture  and  extent  of  the  activities  of  the 
issuer,  income  or  assets  of  the  issuer, 
or  otherwise,  that  such  exemption  is  not 
inconsistent  with  the  public  interest  or 
the  protection  of  investors. 

The  application  states  in  part: 

1.  The  Applicant  Is  a  limited  partnership 
organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia.  As  of  March  31,  1974,  the  AppUcant 
had  approximately  3,435  limited  partners  and 
owned  assets  with  an  approximate  value  of 
$81  million. 

2.  The  Applicant  owns,  operates,  leases  and 
manages  improved  and  income  producing  real 
property. 

3.  The  offer  and  sale  of  limited  partner¬ 
ship  interests  in  the  Applicant  were  qualified 
by  permit  Issued  by  the  Commisisoner  of 
Corporations  of  the  State  of  California  and 
were  made  pursuant  to  an  offering  circular 
approved  by  the  California  Commissioner. 

4.  No  public  market  exists  for  the  limited 
partnership  interests  in  the  Applicant,  and 
none  will  develop.  Transfer  of  a  limited  part¬ 
nership  Interest  usually  requires  consent  of 
the  California  Commissioner  after  a  finding 
that  the  transfer  is  fair,  Just  and  equitable 
to  the  proposed  transferee. 

It  is  ordered,  Pursuant  to  section  12(h) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended.  That  a  hearing  on  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  Multi  Benefit  Realty  Fund 
III  for  an  exemption  from  the  provisions 
of  sections  12(g),  13,  14  and  16  of  that 
Act  be  held  on  September  16,  1974  at 
10  a.m.,  at  the  offices  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  1100  L 
Street,  Room  2416,  Washington,  D.C.  An 
Administrative  Law  Judge  will  be  desig¬ 
nated  to  preside  at  the  hearing.  Any  per¬ 
son  desiring  to  be  heard  is  directed  to 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  his  request  as  provided  for  by  rule 
9(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice,  setting  forth  any  issues  of  fact  or 
law  which  he  desires  to  controvert  and/ 
or  setting  forth  any  additional  issues 
which  he  feels  should  be  considered. 

The  Division  of  Corporation  Finance 
advises  that  it  has  made  a  preliminary 
examination  of  the  application  and  that, 
on  the  basis  thereof,  the  following  mat¬ 
ters  and  questions  are  to  be  presented 
for  consideration  in  this  proceeding: 

1.  Whether  the  number  of  public  investors 
and  the  amount  of  trading  Interest,  actual 
or  potential,  in  the  Applicant’s  securities 
Justify  the  requested  exemption; 

2.  Whether  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
activities  of  the  Applicant  are  such  to  Justify 
the  requested  exemption; 

3.  Whether  information  which  is  or  may 
be  available  to  investors  concerning  the  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  adequate  to  Justify  the  requested 
exemption; 


4.  Whether  state  regulation,  provisions  of 
partnership  agreements  and  representations 
by  the  Applicant  provide  adequate  investor 
protection  to  Justify  the  requested  exemp¬ 
tion;  and 

5.  Generally,  whether  the  requested  ex¬ 
emption  is  consistent  with  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  with  the  protection  of  investors. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  shall  give  notice 
of  the  aforesaid  hearing  by  mailing  a 
copy  of  this  Notice  and  Order  by  certi¬ 
fied  mail  to  Multi  Benefit  Realty  Fund 
in  and  its  attorney  and  that  notice  to 
all  other  persons  be  given  by  publication 
of  this  Notice  and  Order  in  the  Federal 
Register,  and  that  a  general  release  of 
this  Commission  in  respect  to  this  Notice 
and  Order  be  distributed  to  the  press  and 
mailed  to  those  persons  whose  names  ap¬ 
pear  on  the  mailing  list  for  releases. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18674  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


SEC  REPORT  COORDINATING  GROUP 
(ADVISORY) 

Notice  of  Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Public 
Law  92-463,  86  Stat.  770,  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  announces  a 
public  advisory  committee  meeting. 

The  Commission’s  Report  Coordinat¬ 
ing  Group  (Advisory)  will  hold  a  meet¬ 
ing  on  September  4,  1974  at  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  500 
North  Capitol  Street,  Room  332,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  The  meeting  will  commence 
at  10  a.m.  local  time  and  will  be  for  the 
purpose  of  discussing  a  uniform  financial 
and  operational  report. 

The  Group’s  meetings  are  open  to  the 
public.  Any  interested  person  may  attend 
and  appear  before  or  file  statements  with 
the  advisory  committee.  Said  statements, 
if  in  written  form,  may  be  filed  before 
or  after  the  meeting.  Oral  statements 
shall  be  made  at  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  permitted  by  the  Report  Co¬ 
ordinating  Group. 

The  Report  Coordinating  Group  was 
formed  to  assist  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
veloping  a  coherent,  industry-wide,  co¬ 
ordinated  reporting  system.  In  carrying 
out  this  objective,  the  Report  Coordinat¬ 
ing  Group  is  to  review  all  reports,  forms, 
and  similar  materials  required  of  broker- 
dealers  by  the  Commission,  the  self-regu¬ 
latory  community  and  others.  The  Group 
is  expected  to  advise  the  Commission  on 
such  matters  as  eliminating  unnecessary 
duplication  in  reporting,  reducing  re¬ 
porting  requirements  where  feasible,  and 
developing  a  uniform  financial  and  oper¬ 
ational  report  (Securities  Exchange  Act 
Release  No.  10612) . 

Information  concerning  the  meeting, 
including  the  procedures  for  submitting 
statements  to  the  Group,  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  contacting:  Mr.  Daniel  J. 
Pillero  n.  Secretary,  SEC  Report  Co¬ 
ordinating  Group,  Securities  and  Ex- 
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change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

August  8, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18672  Filed  8-13-74,8:45  am] 


[34-10950] 

PBW  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 

Option  Plan 

The  Commission  announced  today 
that  the  PBW  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 
(PBW)  has  filed  its  "Option  Trading 
Plan"  pursuant  to  Rule  9b-l  [17  CFR 
240.9b-ll  under  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  which  contains: 1 

(i)  A  description  of  the  Exchange’s 
pilot  program  for  options  trading  on  the 
Exchange; 

(ii)  Pertinent  proposed  amendments 
to  the  by-laws  and  rules  of  the  Ex¬ 
change;  and 

(iii)  Pertinent  proposed  amendments 
to  the  by-laws  and  rules  of  the  Ex¬ 
change’s  subsidiary,  the  Stock  Clearing 
Corporation  of  Philadelphia  (SCCP). 

PBW  states  that  it  intends  to  trade 
call  options  in  much  the  same  way  as 
the  American  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 
(Amex)  has  proposed2 *  and  in  a  manner 
similar  to  the  present  pilot  operation  of 
the  Chicago  Board  Options  Exchange, 
Inc.  (CBOE)  .*  PBW  intends  to  conduct 
a  pilot  operation,  trading  initially  in  call 
options  in  ten  securities  listed  on  the 
New  York  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.,  and  to 
expand,  with  the  Commission  s  concur¬ 
rence,  the  number  of  securities  underly¬ 
ing  its  call  options  as  its  pilot  pro¬ 
gresses.  Initially,  the  PBW  does  not  plan 
to  trade  call  options  on  the  same  securi¬ 
ties  as  the  CBOE  or  the  Amex. 

PBW  has  stated  that  it  intends  to 
apply  trading  and  clearing  principles 
substantially  similar  to  those  of  the  other 
two  exchanges.  As  in  the  case  of  the 
CBOE  and  Amex,  PBW  options,  would 
be  made  fungible  by  limiting  contract 
variables.  Thus,  PBW  options  will  have 
exercise  prices  fixed  at  $5  intervals  for 
stocks  trading  below  $50  a  share,  $10 
intervals  for  stocks  priced  at  $50  to  $100 
and  $20  intervals  for  stocks  priced  above 
$100.  If  a  significant  price  movement  oc¬ 
curs  in  the  security  underlying  the  op¬ 
tions,  PBW  plans  to  open  a  new  series 
in  that  class  of  options  with  a  different 


1  Rule  9b- 1,  effective  January  17,  1974 
(Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  10552 
of  December  13,  1973  and  noticed  on  Decem¬ 
ber  17,  1973  at  38  FR  34665)  provides,  among 
other  things,  that  It  is  unlawful  for  an  ex¬ 
change  or  exchange  member  to  effect  any 
transactions  in  options,  or  to  permit  op¬ 
tion  transactions  to  be  effected  by  use  of 
the  exchange’s  facilities  except  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  an  exchange  plan  for  regulating 
option  trading  declared  effective  by  the 
Commission  after  consideration  of  the  plan 
In  light  of  statutory  standards. 

2  See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 

10602,  January  15,  1974,  File  No.  S7-505  and 
noticed  on  January  24,  1974  at  39  FR  2774. 

*  See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
9985,  February  1,  1973. 


exercise  price  to  reflect  the  market 
change,  but  with  the  same  expiration 
date.  However,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
CBOE  and  Amex,  the  market  (premium) 
value  of  any  option  traded  on  the  PBW 
would  be  determined  by  the  secondary 
market  in  the  option.  The  remaining 
variable,  the  option  expiration  dates, 
would  be  standardized  but  PBW  has  not 
yet  specified  them.  CBOE  options  expire 
in  January,  April,  July  and  October  and 
Amex  has  proposed  to  have  those  same 
expiration  months  for  its  options. 

PBW’s  plan  contains  a  number  of  fea¬ 
tures  which  are  different  from  those  of 
the  other  exchanges.  First,  while  PBW’s 
plan  is  similar  in  that  its  options  trans¬ 
action  clearing  will  be  done  by  its  stock 
clearing  corporation  (which  will  be  the 
issuer  of,  and  primary  obligor  on,  these 
options) ,  SCCP  will  also  continue  to  clear 
optien  trades  in  the  stocks  and  other 
securities  traded  on  the  Exchange.4  In 
this  regard,  the  CBOE  does  not  use,  and 
the  Amex  does  not  plan  to  use.  a  clear¬ 
ing  entity  for  options  which  also  clears 
transactions  in  other  securities. 

Second,  PBW  plans  to  use  its  specialist 
and  alternate  market-maker  system  for 
the  trading  of  options  as  well  as  other 
securities  admitted  to  trading  on  that 
exchange.  In  its  pilot  program,  CBOE 
segregates  the  specialist  broker  and 
dealer  functions  and  has  a  competing 
market  maker  system.  Amex  proposes  to 
utilize  its  present  unitary  specialist 
system. 

Third,  the  PBW  proposed  commission 
rate  schedule  for  options,  which  would 
be  essentially  the  same  as  that  for  stock 
transactions  (including  provision  for  40 
percent  access  for  non-member  brokers) 
and  is  similar  to  that  of  the  Amex, 
differs  from  that  of  the  CBOE  in  certain 
material  respects.  For  example,  as  in  the 
case  of  Amex,  PBW  in  September  1973 
increased  certain  of  its  fixed  commission 
rates  applicable  to  stocks  and  on  April  1, 
1974,  in  accordance  with  a  Commission 
request,  unfixed  rates  on  orders  up  to 
$2,000;  but  CBOE  has  maintained  its 
former  rates  and  did  not  adopt  the 
$2,000  breakpoint.  With  respect  to 
options,  PBW  proposes  to  have  a  $25 
minimum  commission  on  all  orders  In 
excess  of  $100  and  otherwise  to  have 
competitively  determined  commissions 
on  all  orders  up  to  $2,000  and  on  the 
portion  of  orders  above  $300,000.  The 
Amex  and  CBOE  plans  differ  in  that 
their  fixed  commissions  do  not  apply  to 
the  portion  of  orders  above  $30,000  on 
the  purchase  and  sale  of  options.  On  the 
other  hand,  CBOE  also  has  the  $30,000 
breakpoint  when  options  are  exercised, 
whereas  Amex  and  PBW  would  have  the 
$300,000  breakpoint  for  option  exercises. 

Fourth,  PBW  intends  to  trade  options 
on  the  same  floor  as  it  trades  the  stocks 
underlying  those  options  where  the  stock 
also  has  PBW  trading  privileges,  but  in 
such  instances  different  specialists  and 


4  SCCP  Is  preparing  for  filing  a  registration 
statement  pursuant  to  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933,  covering  the  options,  and  would  also 
register  such  options  pursuant  to  Section 
12(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act. 


market  makers  will  be  assigned  for  the 
option  and  underlying  security.  CBOE 
does  not  trade  stocks  and  Amex  does  not 
now  propose  to  have  Amex-traded  stocks 
as  underlying  securities  for  its  options. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  the  PBW’s 
proposed  option  trading  plan,  and  those 
comments  should  be  addressed  to 
Mr.  George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549.  Comments  should  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  September  9,  1974,  and  should 
make  reference  to  File  No.  S7-531. 
Copies  of  PBW  plan  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Exchange  by  writing 
Mr.  George  Hender,  Vice  President, 
PBW  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.,  17th  Street 
and  Stock  Exchange  Place,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19103.  All  documents  and 
materials  referred  to  herein  are,  and  all 
comments  received  pursuant  to  this  re¬ 
lease  will  be,  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Refer¬ 
ence  Room  in  Washington,  D.C. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

August  7, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-18675  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 

WATER  RESOURCES  COUNCIL 

STANDARDS  FOR  PLANNING  WATER  AND 
RELATED  LAND  RESOURCES 

Change  in  Discount  Rate  Formula  and 
Currently  Applicable  Rate 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  in¬ 
terest  rate  formula  established  by  the 
U.S.  Water  Resources  Council,  Septem¬ 
ber  10,  1973,  in  Chapter  TV,  D.,  “Stand¬ 
ards  for  Planning  Water  and  Related 
Land  Resources”  was  amended  by  sec¬ 
tion  80  of  the  Water  Resources  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1974,  Public  Law  93-251, 
March  7, 1974.  The  full  text  of  section  80 
is  as  follows : 

Section  80.  (a)  The  interest  rate  formula 
to  be  used  in  plan  formulation  and  evalua¬ 
tion  for  discounting  future  benefits  and  com¬ 
puting  costs  by  Federal  officers,  employees, 
departments,  agencies,  and  instrumentalities 
in  the  preparation  of  comprehensive  regional 
or  river  basin  plans  and  the  formulation  and 
evaluation  of  Federal  water  and  related  land 
resources  projects  shall  be  the  formula  set 
forth  in  the  “Policies,  Standards,  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  in  the  Formulation,  Evaluation,  and 
Review  of  Plans  for  Use  and  Development 
of  Water  and  Related  Land  Resources”  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  President  on  May  16,  1962,  and 
published  as  Senate  Document  97  of  the 
Eighty-seventh  Congress  on  May  29,  1962, 
as  amended  by  the  regulation  issued  by  the 
Water  Resources  Council  and  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  December  24,  1968 
(33  FR  19170;  18  CFR  704.39),  until  other¬ 
wise  provided  by  a  statute  enacted  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  Act.  Every  pro¬ 
vision  of  law  and  every  administrative  action 
in  conflict  with  this  section  is  hereby 
repealed  to  the  ejetent  of  such  conflict. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  any  project  authorized 
before  January  3,  1969,  If  the  appropriate 
non-Federal  Interests  have,  prior  to  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1969,  given  satisfactory  assurances 
to  pay  the  required  non-Federal  share  of 
project  costs,  the  discount  rate  to  be  used 
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th  the  computation  of  benefits  and  costs  for 
such  project  shall  be  the  rate  in  effect  im¬ 
mediately  prior  to  December  24,  1968,  and 
that  rate  shall  continue  to  be  used  for  such 
project  until  construction  has  been  com¬ 
pleted,  unless  otherwise  provided  by  a  stat¬ 
ute  enacted  after  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  Act. 

(c)  The  President  shall  make  a  full  and 
complete  investigation  and  study  of  prin¬ 
ciples  and  standards  for  planning  and  evalu¬ 
ating  water  and  related  resources  projects. 
Such  investigation  and  study  shall  include, 
but  not  be  limited  to,  consideration  of  en¬ 
hancing  regional  economic  development,  the 
quality  of  the  total  environment  including 
its  protection  and  improvement,  the  well¬ 
being  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and 
the  national  economic  development,  as  ob¬ 
jectives  to  be  included  in  federally-financed 
water  and  related  resources  projects  and  in 
the  evaluation  of  costs  and  benefits  attribut¬ 
able  to  such  projects,  as  intended  in  section 
209  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat. 
1818,  1829),  the  interest  rate  formula  to  be 
used  in  evaluating  and  discounting  future 
benefits  for  such  projects,  and  appropriate 
Federal  and  non-Federal  cost  sharing  for 
such  projects.  He  shall  report  the  results 
of  such  Investigation  and  study,  together 
with  his  recommendations,  to  Congress  not 
later  than  one  year  after  funds  are  first 
appropriated  to  carry  out  this  subsection. 

2.  The  "Principles  and  Standards  for 
Planning  Water  and  Related  Land 
Resources,"  established  by  the  U.S.  Water 
Resources  Council  pursuant  to  section 
103  of  the  Water  Resources  Planning  Act 
(Pub.  L.  89-80),  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  September  10,  1973, 
(38  FR  24778)  and  became  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  25, 1973. 

3.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  80  of  Pub.  L.  93-251  and  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  in  Section  2  of  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11747,  November  7,  1973, 
Chapter  IV,  D.,  “The  Discount  Rate"  in 
the  “Standards"  is  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

The  discount  rate  will  be  established  In 
accordance  with  the  concept  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  Investment  decisions  are  related 
to  the  cost  of  Federal  borrowing. 

(a)  The  interest  rate  to  be  used  in  plan 
formulation  and  evaluation  for  discounting 
future  benefits  and  computing  costs,  or 
otherwise  converting  benefits  and  costs  to  a 
common  time  basis,  shaU  be  based  upon  the 
average  yield  during  the  preceding  fiscal  year 
on  interest-bearing  marketable  securities  of 
the  United  States  which,  at  the  time  the 
computation  is  made,  have  terms  of  16  years 
or  more  remaining  to  maturity:  Provided, 
however.  That  in  no  event  shall  the  rate 
be  raised  or  lowered  more  than  one-quarter 
of  1  percent  for  any  year.  The  average  yield 
shall  be  computed  as  the  average  during  the 
fiscal  year  of  the  daily  bid  prices.  Where  the 
average  rate  so  computed  is  not  a  multiple 
of  one-eighth  of  1  percent,  the  rate  of  inter¬ 
est  shall  be  the  multiple  of  one-eighth  of 
1  percent  nearest  to  such  average  rate. 

(b)  The  computation  shall  be  made  as  of 
July  1  of  each  year,  and  the  rate  thus  com¬ 
puted  shaU  be  used  during  the  succeeding 
12  months.  The  Director  shall  annually  re¬ 
quest  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  inform 
the  Water  Resources  Council  of  the  rate 
thus  computed. 

(c)  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graphs  (d)  and  (e)  of  this  section,  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this 
section  shall  apply  to  all  Federal  and  fed¬ 


erally  assisted  water  and  related  land  re¬ 
sources  project  evaluation  reports  submitted 
to  the  Congress,  or  approved  administra¬ 
tively,  after  the  close  of  the  second  session 
of  the  90th  Congress. 

(d)  In  the  case  of  any  project  authorized 
before  January  3,  1969,  if  the  appropriate 
non-Federal  Interests  have,  prior  to  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1969,  given  satisfactory  assurances 
to  pay  the  required  non-Federal  share  of 
project  costs,  the  discount  rate  to  be  used  in 
the  computation  of  benefits  and  costs  for 
such  project  shall  be  the  rate  in  effect  im¬ 
mediately  prior  to  December  24,  1968,  and 
that  rate  shall  continue  to  be  used  for  such 
project  until  construction  has  been  com¬ 
pleted,  unless  otherwise  provided  by  a  statute 
enacted  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the 
Water  Resources  Development  Act  of  1974, 
Public  Law  93-251,  March  7,  1974. 

(e)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section,  the 
discount  rate  to  be  used  in  plan  formula¬ 
tion  and  evaluation  for  the  fiscal  year  1969 
shall  be  4%  percent  except  as  provided  by 
paragraph  (d)  of  this  section. 

4.  The  Treasury  Department  on 
July  13,  1973,  Informed  the  Water 
Resources  Council  pursuant  to  3.  (b) 
above,  that  the  Interest  rate  would  be 
5%  percent  based  upon  the  formula  set 
forth  in  3.  (a) : 

*  •  *  the  average  yield  during  the  preceding 
fiscal  year  on  interest-bearing  marketable 
securities  of  the  United  States  which,  at  the 
time  the  computation  is  made,  have  terms  of 
16  years  or  more  remaining  to  maturity  •  • 

This  rate  was  used  for  plan  formulation 
and  evaluation  during  the  periods  July  1, 

1973- October  24,  1973,  and  March  7, 

1974- June  30,  1974,  of  the  Fiscal  Year 
1974  consistent  with  a  further  provision 
of  3.  (a)  which  provides: 

•  *  •  [tjhat  in  no  event  shall  the  rate  be 
raised  or  lowered  more  than  one-quarter  of 
1  percent  for  any  year. 

Since  the  rate  in  Fiscal  Year  1973  was 
5Va  percent  (37  FR  14445) ,  the  rate  for 
Fiscal  Year  1974  was  5%  percent. 

5.  The  Treasury  Department  on 
July  17,  1974,  informed  the  Water  Re¬ 
sources  Council  pursuant  to  3.  (b)  above, 
that  the  interest  rate  would  be  6V2  per¬ 
cent  based  upon  the  formula  set  forth  in 
3.  (a) : 

•  •  •  the  average  yield  during  the  preced¬ 
ing  fiscal  year  on  interest-bearing  market¬ 
able  securities  of  the  United  States  which, 
at  the  time  the  computation  is  made,  have 
terms  of  15  years  or  more  remaining  to  ma¬ 
turity  •  •  *. 

This  higher  rate,  however,  cannot  be 
used  for  plan  formulation  and  evaluation 
for  Fiscal  Year  1975  because  a  further 
provision  of  3.  (a)  provides: 

•  •  •  [t]hat  in  no  event  shall  the  rate  be 
raised  or  lowered  more  than  one-quarter  of  1 
percent  for  any  year. 

Since  the  rate  in  Fiscal  Year  1974  was 
5%  percent  (38  FR  20119) ,  the  rate  for 
Fiscal  Year  1975  is  57/a  percent. 

Dated:  August  7, 1974. 

Rogers  C.  B.  Morton, 
Chairman, 

[FR  Doc.74-18624  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
COMPENSATION  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Availability  of  Extended  Unemployment 
Compensation 

The  Federal-State  Extended  Unem¬ 
ployment  Compensation  Act  of  1970,  84 
Stat.  708,  establishes  a  program  of  ex¬ 
tended  unemployment  compensation 
which  provides  for  payment  of  extended 
unemployment  compensation  to  unem¬ 
ployed  workers  who  have  received  all  of 
the  regular  unemployment  compensation 
to  which  they  are  entitled,  commencing 
when  unemployment  is  high  (according 
to  indicators  set  forth  in  the  law)  and 
terminating  when  unemployment  ceases 
to  be  high  (according  to  indicators  set 
forth  in  the  law).  Pursuant  to  §  203(b) 
(2)  of  the  Act,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  Richard  L.  Camilli,  Director,  Em¬ 
ployment  Development  Department  of 
the  California  Health  and  Welfare 
Agency,  has  determined  that  there  was 
a  State  “on”  indicator  in  California  for 
the  week  ending  July  6,  1974,  and  that 
an  extended  benefit  period  will  com¬ 
mence  with  the  week  beginning  July  21, 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th 
day  of  August  1974. 

William  H.  Kolberg, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Manpower. 

[FR  Doc.74-18635  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  ami 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  570] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

August  9,  1974. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  Include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 
No  amendments  will  be  entertained  after 
the  date  of  this  publication. 

I  &  S  No.  8938,  Waterborne  Shipments,  North 
Atlantic  Ports,  now  assigned  August  26, 
1974,  at  Washington,  D.C.,  postponed  to 
October  29,  1974,  at  the  Offices  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

MC  138876,  James  D.  CarroU,  DBA  Rapid  Ex¬ 
press,  now  assigned  September  16,  1974  at 
Baton  Rouge,  La.,  is  cancelled  and  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  dismissed. 
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MC-F-12093,  Crouch  Bros.,  Inc. — Purchase 
(Portion) — Bestway  Freight  Llne6,  Inc., 
MC-F-12104,  Illlnols-Californla  Express, 
Inc.  —  Purchase  (Portion)  —  Bestway 
Freight  Line,  Inc.,  continued  to  October  16, 
1974  (4  days),  at  the  Holiday  Inn-Down¬ 
town,  1016  Elm  Street,  Dallas,  Texas. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18670  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


[Notice  138] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

August  14,  1974. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132),  appear  below : 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion.  As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
Special  Rules  of  Practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  re¬ 
consideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  on  or  before  September  3, 
1974.  Pursuant  to  section  17(8)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of 
such  a  petition  will  postpone  the  effective 
date  of  the  order  in  that  proceeding 
pending  its  disposition.  The  matters  re¬ 
lied  upon  by  petitioners  must  be  specified 
in  their  petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC— 75304.  By  order  of  July  30, 
1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  G  &  G  Express,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  206  Park  St.,  Moonachie,  N.J.  07074, 
of  the  operating  rights  in  Certificate  No. 
MC-69765  issued  May  20,  1955,  to  Wil¬ 
liam  C.  Woods,  Jr.,  doing  business  as 
G  &  G  Express,  206  Park  St.,  Moonachie, 
N.J.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
wearing  apparel  and  piece  goods  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  between  Lodi,  N.J.,  and  St. 
Johnsville,  N.Y.,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Highland  and  Newburgh,  N.Y., 
and  over  irregular  routes  between  New 
York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  a  described  area  of  New 
Jersey. 

No.  MC-FC-75305.  By  order  of  July  30, 
1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  James  S.  LaGrange,  doing 
business  as  Edmond  Motor  Freight, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  of  Certificate  of 
Registration  No.  MC-85997  (Sub-No.  1), 
issued  October  8,  1964,  to  John  W.  Cart- 
mill,  doing  business  as  Edmond  Motor 
Freight,  Edmond,  Okla.,  evidencing  a 
right  to  engage  in  transportation  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  as  described  in  Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC-34443,  issued  by  the  Okla¬ 
homa  Corporation  Commission.  Wilburn 
L.  Williamson,  3535  NW.  58th  St.,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.,  73112,  Attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-75306.  By  order  of  July  31, 
1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 


the  transfer  to  Motor  Express,  Inc.,  Pear¬ 
land,  Texas,  of  the  operating  rights  in 
Certificate  No.  MC-118403  (Sub-No.  2), 
issued  May  15,  1962,  to  James  Holland, 
doing  business  as  City  Produce,  Green¬ 
ville,  Texas,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  bananas  from  Gulfport,  Miss,  to 
points  in  Oklahoma  and  Texas.  Clayte 
Binion,  1108  Continental  Life  Bldg.,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas  76102.  Attorney  for  trans¬ 
feree.  Hugh  T.  Matthews,  630  Fidelity 
Union  Tower,  Dallas,  Texas  75201,  At¬ 
torney  for  transferor. 

No.  MC-FC-75308.  By  order  entered 
7-31-74,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Kirkpatrick 
Trucking  Co.,  a  corporation,  Harvard, 
Ill.,  of  the  operating  rights  set  forth  in 
Certificates  Nos.  MC-106594  and  MC- 
106594  (Sub-No.  3),  issued  December  14, 
1966,  and  March  15,  1974,  respectively, 
and  Permits  Nos.  MC-126389  and  MC- 
126389  (Sub-No.  1),  issued  December  14, 
1966,  and  September  28,  1972,  respec¬ 
tively,  to  Mary  Kirkpatrick,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Kirkpatrick  Trucking,  Harvard, 
HI.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
livestock,  barn  lime,  petroleum  products, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  fresh  meats 
and  offal,  mineral  wool  and  mineral  wool 
products,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  installation,  or 
distribution  thereof,  plastic  articles,  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  thereof,  from, 
to,  or  between  points  in  Arkansas, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  and 
Wisconsin.  Dual  operations  authorized. 
Robert  H.  Levy,  29  South  LaSalle  St., 
Chicago,  Ill.  60603,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18667  Filed  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  MOTOR 

CARRIER  INTRASTATE  APPLICATIONS 

August  9,  1974. 

The  following  applications  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 
the  intrastate  authority  sought,  pursuant 
to  section  206(a)  (6)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  as  amended  October  15, 
1962.  These  applications  are  governed 
by  Special  Rule  1.245  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  issue  of  April  11,  1963, 
page  3533,  which  provides,  among  other 
things,  that  protests  and  requests  for 
information  concerning  the  time  and 
place  of  State  Commission  hearings  or 
other  proceedings,  any  subsequent 
changes  therein,  any  other  related  mat¬ 
ters  shall  be  directed  to  the  State  Com¬ 
mission  with  which  the  application  is 
filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed  to  or 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 


California  Docket  No.  54792  AMD,  filed 
July  23,  1974.  Applicant:  THOMPSON 
TRANSPORT  SYSTEMS,  INC.,  7200 
Downing  Avenue,  Bakersfield,  Calif. 
93308.  Applicant’s  representative : 
Marvin  Handler,  100  Pine  Street,  Suite 
2550,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94111. 
Certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  sought  to  operate  a  freight 
service  as  follows:  Transportation  of 
Pipe  &  tubing  (fittings  and  Accessories 
therefor) ;  wire;  iron  and  steel  articles: 
carbon  &  briquettes;  wine,  vermouth, 
brandy  and  other  alcoholic  beverages 
made  from  grapes,  originating  at  points 
in  Kern  County;  metal  cans;  can  tops, 
bottoms  or  ends;  bags  &  containers;  salt; 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products  as 
described  in  Item  723  of  MRT  No.  2 ;  ir¬ 
rigation  systems;  agricultural  imple¬ 
ments,  parts  &  attachments;  power 
pumps,  between  all  points  in  California 
on  and  within  50  miles  of  the  following 
routes:  National  Interstate  Highways:  5, 
80.  40,  10,  and  8;  U.S.  Highways:  101,  97, 
395,  50,  and  66;  California  State  High¬ 
ways:  99,  and  14.  Hearing:  Date,  time 
and  place  not  shown.  Requests  for  pro¬ 
cedural  information  should  be  addressed 
to  the  California  Public  Utilities  Com¬ 
mission,  State  Building,  Civic  Center,  455 
Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94102,  and  should  not  be  directed 
to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

California  Docket  No.  55023  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  July  11,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  July  31, 
1974,  and  republished  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  GIBRALTAR  WARE¬ 
HOUSES,  33300  Dowe  Avenue,  Union 
City,  Calif.  94587.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  G.  Lyons,  1418  Mills 
Tower,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94104. 
Certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  sought  to  operate  a  freight 
service  as  follows :  Transportation  of 
General  commodities:  I.  Between  the  fol¬ 
lowing  points,  in  intrastate  commerce: 
A.  San  Francisco,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
Oakland,  Emeryville,  Berkeley,  Alameda, 
San  Leandro,  Richmond,  Albany,  Union 
City,  El  Cerrito,  Milpitas,  and  Fremont, 
on  the  other  hand;  B.  San  Francisco,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  Oakland,  Emeryville, 
Berkeley,  Alameda,  San  Leandro,  Rich¬ 
mond,  Albany,  and  El  Cerrito,  on  the 
other  hand;  C.  San  Francisco,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  points  on  U.S.  Highway 
101  between  Daly  City  and  San  Jose,  and 
points  on  State  Highway  82  between 
Bayshore  and  San  Jose,  on  the  other 
hand.  Restrictions :  Such  authority  does 
not  include  the  right  to  render  service  to, 
from,  or  between  intermediate  points.  Ap¬ 
plicant  shall  not  establish  through 
routes,  and  joint  rates,  charges,  and 
classifications  as  to  the  separate  au¬ 
thorities  hereinabove  set  forth  in  sub- 
paragraphs  A,  B,  and  C.  n.  Between  the 
following  points,  in  intrastate  and  inter¬ 
state  and  foreign  commerce:  A.  Union 
City,  on  the  one  hand,  and  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Oakland,  Emeryville,  Berkeley, 
Alameda,  San  Leandro,  Richmond,  Al¬ 
bany,  El  Cerrito,  Milpitas,  Fremont,  and 
Lo6  Gatos,  on  the  other  hand;  B.  Union 
City,  on  the  one  hand,  and  points  on 
U.S.  Highway  101  between  Daly  City  and 
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San  Jose,  and  points  on  State  Highway 
82  between  Bayshore  and  San  Joee,  on 
the  other  hand;  and  C.  In  performing 
the  service  herein  authorized.  Applicant 
may  make  use  of  any  and  all  streets, 
roads,  highways,  and  bridges  necessary 
or  convenient  for  the  performance  of 
said  service.  Restrictions:  Transporta¬ 
tion  performed  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  shall  be  restricted  to  move¬ 
ments  beginning  at  or  ending  at  Appli¬ 
cant’s  warehouses  in  Union  City,  except 
that  pursuant  to  the- authority  granted, 
carrier  shall  not  transport  any  ship¬ 
ments  of: 

(1)  Used  household  goods,  personal 
effects,  and  office,  store,  and  institution 
furniture,  fixtures,  and  equipment  not 
packed  in  accordance  with  the  crated 
property  requirements  set  forth  in  Item  5 
of  Minimum  Rate  Tariff  4-B;  (2)  Auto¬ 
mobiles,  trucks,  and  buses,  viz. :  New  and 
used,  finished  or  unfinished  passenger 
automobiles  (Including  Jeeps),  ambu¬ 
lances,  hearses  and  taxis;  freight  auto¬ 
mobiles,  automobile  chassis,  trucks, 
truck  chassis,  truck  trailers,  trucks  and 
trailers  combined,  buses  and  bus  chassis; 
(3)  Livestock,  viz.:  Barrows,  boars,  bulls, 
butcher  hogs,  calves,  cattle,  cows,  dairy 
cattle,  ewes,  feeder  pigs,  gilts,  goats, 
heifers,  hogs,  kids,  lambs,  oxen,  pigs, 
rams  (bucks) ,  sheep,  sheep  camp  outfits, 
sows,  steers,  stags,  swine  or  wethers;  (4) 
Liquids,  compressed  gases,  commodities 
in  semi-plastic  form  and  commodities  in 
suspension  in  liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank 
trucks,  in  tank  trailers,  tank  semitrailers, 
or  a  combination  of  such  highway  ve¬ 
hicles;  (5)  Commodities  when  trans¬ 
ported  in  bulk  in  dump  trucks  or  in 
hopper-type  trucks;  (6)  Commodities 
when  transported  in  motor  vehicles 
equipped  for  mechanical  mixing  in  tran¬ 
sit;  (7)  Trailer  coaches  and  campers,  in¬ 
cluding  Integral  parts  and  contents  when 
the  contents  are  within  the  trailer  coach 
or  camper;  and  (8)  Commodities  requir¬ 
ing  the  use  of  special  refrigeration  or 
temperature  control  in  specially  designed 
and  constructed  refrigerator  equipment. 

Note. — Th©  purpose  of  this  republicatlon 
Is  to  correct  pages  4  and  5  which  were  re¬ 
versed  in  error  in  the  previous  publication. 
Hearing:  Date,  time,  and  place  not  shown. 
Requests  for  procedural  information  should 
b©  addressed  to  the  California  Public  UtlU- 
tles  Commission,  State  Building,  Civic  Cen¬ 
ter,  456  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94102,  and  should  not  be  directed  to 
th©  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

California  Docket  No.  55042,  filed 
July  17,  1974.  Applicant:  SHIMA 

TRANSFER  CO.,  74  Mission  Rock  Street, 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  94107.  Applicant’s 
representative :  Raymond  A.  Greene,  Jr., 
100  Pine  Street,  Suite  2550,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.  94111.  Certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  sought  to 
operate  a  freight  service  as  follows: 
Transportation  of  General  commodities, 
except  as  hereinafter  provided:  (1)  Be¬ 
tween  all  points  and  places  in  the  San 
Francisco  Territory  as  described  in  Part 
II;  (2)  Between  all  points  and  places  on 
or  within  20  lateral  miles  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  routes:  (a)  Interstate  Highway  80 


between  San  Francisco  and  Sacramento, 
inclusive;  (b)  State  Highway  4  between 
its  junction  with  Interstate  Highway  80 
near  Pinole  and  Stockton,  inclusive;  (c) 
Interstate  Highway  580  between  its  in¬ 
tersection  with  State  Highway  17  and  its 
intersection  with  Interstate  Highway  5, 
inclusive;  (d)  Interstate  Highway  5  be¬ 
tween  its  intersection  with  Interstate 
Highway  580  and  its  intersection  with 
State  Highway  120,  inclusive;  (e)  State 
Highway  120  between  its  intersection 
with  Interstate  Highway  5  and  its  inter¬ 
section  with  State  Highway  99,  inclusive; 
(f)  Interstate  Highway  5  between  its 
junction  with  Interstate  Highway  580 
and  its  intersection  with  State  Highway 
198,  inclusive;  (g)  State  Highway  198 
between  its  intersection  with  Interstate 
Highway  5  and  its  intersection  with 
State  Highway  99  near  Visalia,  inclusive; 
(h)  State  Highway  99  between  Sacra¬ 
mento  and  Tulare,  inclusive;  (i)  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  5  between  its  intersection 
with  State  Highway  4  at  Stockton  and 
its  intersection  State  Highway  120. 

(J)  State  Highway  152  between  its 
Intersection  with  Interstate  Highway  5 
and  its  intersection  State  Highway  99; 
(k)  State  Highway  33  between  its  inter¬ 
section  with  State  Highway  152  at  Dos 
Palos  and  its  intersection  with  Interstate 
Highway  5;  (1)  State  Highway  180  be¬ 
tween  its  intersection  with  State  High¬ 
way  33  and  its  intersection  with  State 
Highway  99;  (m)  State  Highway  140  be¬ 
tween  its  intersection  with  Interstate 
Highway  5  and  State  Highway  99;  (n) 
State  Highway  29  between  Napa  and  its 
junction  with  Interstate  Highway  80 
near  Vallejo;  (o)  U.S.  Highway  101  be¬ 
tween  its  intersection  with  Tully  Road 
at  San  Jose  and  Salinas;  (p)  State  High¬ 
way  17  between  its  intersection  with  Los 
Gatos-San  Jose  Road  at  Las  Gatos  and 
its  intersection  with  State  Highway  1  at 
Santa  Cruz,  inclusive;  (q)  State  High¬ 
way  1  between  its  intersection  with  State 
Highway  17  at  Santa  Cruz  and  its  inter¬ 
section  with  State  Highway  68  at  Monte¬ 
rey,  inclusive;  (r)  State  Highway  156 
West  from  its  intersection  with  State 
Highway  1  at  Castroville  to  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  101,  inclusive; 
(s)  State  Highway  68  between  its  Inter¬ 
section  with  State  Highway  1  at  Monte¬ 
rey  and  its  intersection  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  101  at  Salinas,  inclusive;  and  (t) 
State  Highway  152  between  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  101  at  Gilroy  and 
its  intersection  with  State  Highway  1  at 
Watsonville,  inclusive.  In  performing  the 
service  herein  authorized,  applicant  may 
make  use  of  any  and  all  streets,  roads, 
highways  and  bridges  necessary  or  con¬ 
venient  for  the  performance  of  said 
service. 

San  Francisco  Territory  includes  all 
the  City  of  San  Jose  and  that  area  em¬ 
braced  by  the  following  boundary: 
Beginning  at  the  point  the  San  Fran- 
cisco-San  Mateo  County  Boundary  Line 
meets  the  Pacific  Ocean;  thence  easterly 
along  said  boundary  line  to  a  point  1  mile 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  101;  southerly 
along  an  imaginary  line  1  mile  west  of 
and  paralleling  U.S.  Highway  101  to  its 


intersection  with  Southern  Pacific  Com¬ 
pany  right  of  way  at  Arastradero  Road ; 
southeasterly  along  the  Southern  Pacific 
Company  right  of  way  to  Pollard  Road, 
including  industries  served  by  the  South¬ 
ern  Pacific  Company  spur  line  extending 
approximately  2  miles  southwest  from 
Simla  to  Permanente;  easterly  along 
Pollard  Road  to  W.  Parr  Avenue;  east¬ 
erly  along  W.  Parr  Avenue  to  Capri 
Drive;  southerly  along  Capri  Drive  to  E. 
Parr  Avenue;  easterly  along  E.  Parr  Ave¬ 
nue  to  the  Southern  Pacific  Company 
right  of  way;  southerly  along  the  South¬ 
ern  Pacific  Company  right  of  way  to  the 
Campbell-Los  Gatos  city  limits;  easterly 
along  said  limits  and  the  prolongation 
thereof  to  the  San  Jose-Los  Gatos  Road; 
northeasterly  along  San  Jose-Las  Gatos 
Road  to  Foxworthy  Avenue;  easterly 
along  Foxworthy  Avenue  to  Almaden 
Road;  southerly  along  Almaden  Road  to 
Hillsdale  Avenue;  easterly  along  Hills¬ 
dale  Avenue  to  U.S.  Highway  101;  north¬ 
westerly  along  U.S.  101  to  Tully  Road; 
northeasterly  along  Tully  Road  to  White 
Road;  northwesterly  along  White  Road 
to  McKee  Road;  southwesterly  along  Mc¬ 
Kee  Road  to  Capitol  Avenue;  north¬ 
westerly  along  Capitol  Avenue  to  State 
Highway  17  (Oakland  Road) ;  northerly 
along  State  Highway  17  to  Warm 
Springs;  northerly  along  the  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  via  Mission  San  Jose  and 
Niles  to  Hayward;  northerly  along  Foot¬ 
hill  Boulevard  to  Seminary  Avenue;  eas¬ 
terly  along  Seminary  Avenue  to  Moun¬ 
tain  Boulevard;  northerly  along  Moun¬ 
tain  Boulevard  and  Moraga  Avenue  to 
Estates  Drive;  westerly  along  Estates 
Drive,  Harhord  Drive  and  Broadway 
Terrace  to  College  Avenue. 

Northerly  along  College  Avenue  to 
Dwight  Way;  easterly  along  Dwight 
Way  to  the  Berkeley-Oakland  boundary 
line;  northerly  along  said  boundary  line 
to  the  campus  boundary  of  the  Univer¬ 
sity  of  California;  northerly  and  west¬ 
erly  along  the  campus  boundary  of  The 
University  of  California  to  Euclid  Ave¬ 
nue;  northerly  along  Euclid  Avenue  to 
Marin  Avenue;  westerly  along  Marin 
Avenue  to  Arlington  Avenue;  northerly 
along  Arlington  Avenue  to  U.S.  Highway 
40  (San  Pablo  Avenue) ;  northerly  along 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  and  including  the 
City  of  Richmond;  southwesterly  along 
the  highway  extending  from  the  City  of 
Richmond  to  Point  Richmond;  southerly 
along  an  imaginary  line  from  Point 
Richmond  to  the  San  Francisco  Water¬ 
front  at  the  foot  of  Market  Street;  west¬ 
erly  along  said  waterfront  and  shore  line 
to  the  Pacific  Ocean;  southerly  along 
the  shore  line  of  the  Pacific  Ocean  to 
point  of  beginning.  Except  that  appli¬ 
cant  shall  not  transport  any  shipments 
of:  (1)  Used  household  goods  and  per¬ 
sonal  effects  not  packed  in  accordance 
with  the  crated  property  requirements 
set  forth  in  paragraph  (d)  of  Item  No. 
10-C  of  Minimum  Rate  Tariff  No.  4-A; 
(2)  Automobiles,  trucks,  and  buses,  viz.: 
new  and  used,  finished  or  unfinished 
passsenger  automobiles  ’  (including 
jeeps),  ambulances,  hearses,  and  taxis; 
freight  automobiles,  automobile  chassis, 
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trucks,  truck  chassis,  truck  trailers, 
trucks  and  trailers  combined,  buses  and 
bus  chassis; 

(3)  livestock,  viz. :  bucks,  bulls,  calves, 
cattle,  cows,  dairy  cattle,  ewes,  goats, 
hogs,  horses,  kids,  lambs,  oxen,  pigs, 
sheep,  sheep  camp  outfits,  sows,  steers, 
stags  or  swine;  (4)  Liquids,  compressed 
gases,  commodities  in  semi-plastic  form 
and  commodities  in  suspension  in  liquids 
In  bulk,  in  tank  trucks,  tank  trailers, 
tank  semitrailers,  or  a  combination  of 
such  highway  vehicles;  (5)  Commodities 
when  transported  in  bulk  in  dump  trucks 
or  in  hopper-type  trucks;  (6)  Commodi¬ 
ties  when  transported  in  bulk  in  motor 
vehicles  equipped  for  mechanical  mixing 
in  transit;  (7)  Cement;  (8)  Logs;  and 
<9)  Commodities  of  unusual  value.  Hear¬ 
ing:  Date,  time,  and  place  not  shown. 
Requests  for  procedural  information 
should  be  addressed  to  the  California 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State  Build¬ 
ing,  Civic  Center,  455  Golden  Gate  Ave¬ 
nue,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102,  and 
should  not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

Texas  Docket  No.  2709,  filed  June  20, 
1974.  Applicant:  BLUEBONNET  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  18205,  Houston, 
Tex.  77023.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joe  G.  Fender,  802  Houston  First  Sav¬ 
ings  Building,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  sought  to  operate  a  freight  service 
as  follows:  Transportation  of  General 
commodities,  over  the  following  regular 
routes:  (1)  Farm  Road  149  and  Farm 
Road  1744  between  Magnolia  and  junc¬ 
tion  of  Farm  Road  149  and  Interstate 
Highway  45;  (2)  Farm  Road  1488  be¬ 
tween  Magnolia  and  Junction  of  Farm 
Road  1488  and  Interstate  Highway  45; 
(3)  State  Road  150  between  Coldspring 
and  junction  of  State  Road  150  and  U.S. 
Highway  59;  (4)  State  Highway  156  be¬ 
tween  Coldspring  and  junction  of  State 
Highway  156  and  U.S.  Highway  190;  (5) 
U.S.  Highway  190  between  Livingston 
and  Huntsville;  (6)  Farm  Road  222  be¬ 
tween  Shepherd  and  junction  of  Farm 
Road  222  and  State  Highway  150;  (7) 
Farm  Road  1988  between  Goodrich  and 
junction  of  Farm  Road  1988  and  U.S. 
Highway  59;  (8)  Farm  Road  3126  be¬ 
tween  Farm  Road  1988  and  Farm  Road 
2457;  (9)  Farm  Road  2457  between  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  190  and 
termination  point  at  Lake  Livingston; 
(10)  Farm  Road  356  between  U.S.  High¬ 
way  190  and  Onalaska;  (11)  Farm  Road 
3152  between  Onalaska  and  junction  of 
U.S.  Hwy.  190;  (12)  Farm  Road  1774  be¬ 
tween  Magnolia  and  junction  of  State 
Hwy.  105  and  Farm  Road  1774;  (13) 
State  Hwy.  105  between  its  intersection 
with  Farm  Road  1774  and  I.  H.  45;  (14) 
State  Hwy.  149  between  Pinehurst  and 
junction  of  State  Hwy.  149  with  Farm 
Road  1375;  (15)  Farm  Road  1375  from 
its  junction  with  State  Hwy.  149  to  I.  H. 
45;  (16)  Farm  Road  1097  from  its  Junc¬ 
tion  with  State  Hwy.  149  to  Willis;  (17) 
State  Hwy.  150  between  its  junction  with 
I.  H.  45  and  Coldspring. 

(18)  State  Hwy.  980  and  State  Hwy. 
356  and  unnumbered  county  roads 


around  Lake  Conroe  between  junction  of 
State  Hwy.  980  and  State  Hwy.  356  with 
U.S.  190;  (19)  Farm  Road  524  and  Farm 
Road  521  between  Old  Ocean  and  junc¬ 
tion  of  Farm  Road  5214  and  State  Hwy. 
36;  (20)  State  Hwy.  332  between  Brazoria 
and  Brazosport;  (21)  State  Hwy.  36  be¬ 
tween  Rosenberg  and  West  Columbia; 
(22)  State  Hwy.  60  between  Wharton 
and  Bay  City;  (23)  Farm  Road  442  be¬ 
tween  Lane  City  and  junction  of  Farm 
Road  442  and  State  Hwy.  36;  (24)  Farm 
Roads  between  junction  of  State  Hwy. 
35  and  plantsite  of  Monsanto  Chemical; 
(25)  Farm  Road  2668  between  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  State  Hwy.  60  and  plantsite  of 
Celanese  Chemical,  coordinating  service 
over  all  proposed  routes,  except  that  ap¬ 
plicant  shall  be  restricted  from  trans¬ 
porting  general  commodities  as  described 
above  to  or  from  Huntsville  and  re¬ 
stricted  from  serving  any  point  on  Hwy. 
19  between  Huntsville  and  Liberty; 
Serving  all  intermediate  points  along  the 
above  routes;  and  (26)  General  com¬ 
modities  between  Houston  and  Hunts¬ 
ville,  over  I.H.  45,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  as  an  alternate  route 
only  for  the  sole  purpose  of  connecting 
applicant's  presently  certified  routes 
with  the  requested  routes  above.  Pro¬ 
vided  that  no  service  shall  be  rendered 
in  the  transportation  of  packages  or 
articles  weighing  in  the  aggregate  more 
than  100  pounds  from  one  consignor  at 
one  location  to  one  consignee  at  one  lo¬ 
cation  on  any  one  day;  Coordinating 
the  service  here  proposed  with  all  service 
presently  rendered  by  applicant  under 
its  existing  certificates  and  by  inter¬ 
change  with  other  carriers  so  that  points 
on  the  above  routes  will  receive  service 
to  and  from  any  and  all  major  shipping 
and  receiving  points  in  Texas  and  other 
states.  Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought.  Hearing: 
Application  will  be  set  for  hearing  Sep¬ 
tember  13,  1974,  at  the  E.  O.  Thompson 
State  Office  Building,  Austin,  Tex.  Re¬ 
quests  for  procedural  information  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Railroad  Commis¬ 
sion  of  Texas,  Capitol  Station,  P.O. 
Drawer  12967,  Austin,  Tex.  78711,  and 
should  not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18671  Filed  8-13-74:8:45  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
August  9,  1974. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the 
purpose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  rules  (49 
CFR  1065(a)),  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules. 


An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  August  26, 1974.  A  copy 
must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its 
representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
.same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  Identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  E10),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814  Hol¬ 
lins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Nancy  Pyeatt, 
1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  from  points  in  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  and  that  part  of  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  on,  east,  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Pennsylvania- West  Virginia 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  junction  West  Virginia 
Highway  39,  and  thence  along  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  39  to  the  Virginia-West 
Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
and  Tennessee.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rocky 
Mount,  Va. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814  Hol¬ 
lins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Nancy  Pyeatt, 
1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  from  Mullins,  S.C.,  to  points 
■  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Sumter,  S.C.,  and  Macon,  Ga. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  E14),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814  Hol¬ 
lins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Nancy  Pyeatt, 
1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  from  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia  to 
points  in  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Rocky  Mount,  Va.,  and  Sumter,  S.C. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814  Hol¬ 
lins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Nancy  Pyeatt, 
1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  from  points  in  New  York, 
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Pennsylvania,  and  in  that  part  of  West 
Virginia  on,  east,  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line,  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  19  to  junction  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  39  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Mississippi,  and  Texas.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Rocky  Mount,  Va.,  and  Macon,  Ga. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  E21),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814  Hol¬ 
lins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Nancy 

Pyeatt,  1030  15th  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  fur¬ 
niture,  from  West  End,  N.C.,  to  points  in 
Texas.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Stanleytown, 
Va.,  points  in  Virginia,  and  Macon,  Ga. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  E27),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814  Hol¬ 
lins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Nancy 

Pyeatt,  1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  New  furniture,  from  Mount  Airy, 
N.C.,  to  points  in  Illinois  (except  Chi¬ 
cago)  ,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  and  Tennes¬ 
see.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Galax,  Va. 

No.  MC  63417  (Sub-No.  E28) ,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814  Hol¬ 
lins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Nancy 

Pyeatt,  1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  New  furniture,  from  Mt.  Airy,  N.C., 
and  Marion,  Va.,  to  points  in  New  York 
(except  New  York  City) .  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Roanoke,  Va. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E59),  field 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814  Hol¬ 
lins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Nancy 

Pyeatt,  1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  New  furniture,  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Virginia  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Virginia-West 
Virginia  State  line,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  311  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
220,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  220  to 
the  Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Stanleytown,  Va. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  30),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814 
Hollins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001 
Applicant’s  representative:  Nancy  Pye¬ 
att,  1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington, 


D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  points 
in  those  parts  of  Illinois  and  Indiana  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  30,  points 
in  Kentucky  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Ohio-Kentucky  border, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  11  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  421,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  421  to  the  Kentucky- 
Virginia  State  line,  points  in  Ohio  (ex¬ 
cept  points  in  Butler,  Clermont,  Hamil¬ 
ton,  and  Warren  Counties),  points  in 
Michigan  and  West  Virginia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Damascus,  Va. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  31),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.  1814 
Hollins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Nancy  Pye¬ 
att,  1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Gen¬ 
eral  Commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  and  except  dangerous  ex¬ 
plosives,  livestock,  household  goods  as 
defined  in  Practices  of  Motor  Common 
Carriers  of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C. 
467,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment) ,  from  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Virginia  in  Henry 
County  and  in  that  part  of  Pittsylvania 
County  on  and  south  of  Virginia  High¬ 
way  57.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Mt.  Airy,  North 
Carolina. 

No.  MC-63417  (Sub-No.  32),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  1814 
Hollins  Road  NE.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24001. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Nancy  Pye¬ 
att,  1030  Fifteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  from  Mt.  Airy,  N.C.,  to  points 
in  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Macon,  Ga. 

No.  MC-88368  (Sub-No.  Ell)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  15,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  July  8,  1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  CARTWRIGHT  VAN  LINES, 
INC.,  1109  Cartwright  Avenue,  Grand¬ 
view,  Mo.  64030.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Theodore  Polydoroff,  Suite  600, 
1250  Connecticut  Ave.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Household  goods,  (1)  from  points  in 
Illinois  to  points  in  Alabama  (points  in 
Missouri  and  Mississippi)*,  points  in 
Colorado  (points  in  Missouri,  Blooming¬ 
ton,  HI.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof,  and  Newton,  Kans.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof)  *,  points  in  Flor¬ 
ida  (points  in  Missouri  and  Mississippi, 
Florence,  Sheffield,  and  Tuscumbia,  Ala., 
points  in  Indiana  and  Illinois  within  100 
miles  of  Danville,  Ill.,  including  Dan¬ 
ville,  Ill.,  points  in  Harlan  County,  Ky., 
points  in  Georgia  within  a  territory 


bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-Florida  State  line,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Waycross, 
Ga.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  82  to 
Albany,  Ga.,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  3  through  Baconton,  Carmilla,  Pel¬ 
ham,  Ga.,  to  Thomasville,  Ga.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  the  Georgia- 
Florida  State  line,  and  thence  along  the 
Georgia-Florida  State  line,  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  1,  the  points  of  begin¬ 
ning)  *,  points  in  Georgia  (points  in 
Missouri  and  Mississippi,  Florence,  Shef¬ 
field,  and  Tuscumbia,  Ala.,  points  in 
Harlan  County,  Ky.,  and  points  in  In¬ 
diana)  *,  points  in  Idaho  (Harlan,  Iowa, 
and  points  within  15  miles  thereof,  points 
in  Kimball,  Banner,  and  Cheyenne  Coun¬ 
ties,  Nebr.,  and  points  in  Wyoming  and 
Montana)*,  points  in  Illinois  (Harlan, 
Iowa,  points  in  Nebraska,  Wyoming,  Col¬ 
orado,  and  Montana,  Newton,  Kans.,  and 
points  within  15  miles  thereof,  and 
Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof)  *,  points  in  Louisiana 
(points  in  Missouri  and  Mississippi  and 
Florence,  Sheffield,  and  Tuscumbia, 
Ala.)*,  points  in  Mississippi  (points  in 
Missouri)  *,  points  in  Montana  (Harlan, 
Iowa,  points  in  Nebraska,  Wloming,  Colo¬ 
rado,  and  Montana,  Newton,  Kans.,  and 
Newton,  Kans.,  and  points  within  15 
miles  thereof)*,  points  in  Nebraska  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  83  (Harlan, 
Iowa,  and  points  within  15  miles  thereof, 
Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  and  Newton,  Kans.,  and 
points  within  15  miles  thereof)*,  points 
in  New  Mexico  (points  in  Missouri,  points 
in  Canadian  County,  Okla.,  and  Bloom¬ 
ington,  Ill.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)  *,  points  in  Oklahoma  (points  in 
Missouri,  Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof,  and  points  in 
Cowley  County,  Kans.)*,  points  in  Ore¬ 
gon  (Harlan,  Iowa,  and  points  within  15 
miles  thereof,  points  in  Nebraska,  Colo¬ 
rado,  and  Wyoming,  Newton,  Kans.,  and 
points  within  15  miles  thereof,  and  points 
in  Washington  east  of  the  Cascade  Moun¬ 
tains)*,  points  in  Washington  (Harlan, 
Iowa,  and  points  within  15  miles  thereof, 
points  in  Nebraska,  Wyoming,  and  Colo¬ 
rado,  and  Newton,  Kans.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof)  *,  and  points  in 
Wyoming  (Harlan,  Iowa,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof,  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska,  Newton,  Kans.,  and  points  within 
15  miles  thereof,  and  Bloomington,  Ill., 
and  points  within  25  miles  thereof)  * , 
(2)  From  points  in  Illinois  within  100 
miles  of  Danville,  Ill.,  including  Danville, 
to  points  in  Arkansas  (points  in  Missouri 
and  Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  points  within 
25  miles  thereof)*,  points  in  California 
in  and  north  of  Humboldt,  Trinity, 
Shasta,  and  Lassen  Counties,  Calif. 
(Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  Harlan,  Iowa,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof,  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska  and  Wyoming,  and  points  in 
Washington  east  of  the  Cascade  Moun¬ 
tains)*,  points  in  Connecticut  (Bloom¬ 
ington,  Ill.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof,  points  in  Jefferson  County, 
Ohio,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.)  *,  points  in 
Delaware  (points  in  Jefferson  County, 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  1 58— WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  14,  1974 


29248 


NOTICES 


Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  points  In 
Illinois)*,  points  in  Iowa  (Bloomington, 

Ill.,  and  points  within  25  miles  thereof)  *, 
points  in  Maine  (Bloomington,  HI.,  and 
points  within  25  miles  thereof,  points  In 
Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  and  Boston,  Mass.,  and  points  within 
25  miles  thereof)  *,  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts  (Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof,  points  in  Jeffer¬ 
son  County,  Ohio,  and  Philadelphia, 
Pa.)  *,  points  in  Nebraska  (points  in  Mis¬ 
souri,  Harlan,  Iowa,  and  points  within 
15  miles  thereof,  and  Bloomington,  HI., 
and  points  within  25  miles  thereof)*, 
points  in  New  Hampshire  (points  in  Jef¬ 
ferson  County,  Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa- 
Boston.  Mass.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof,  and  Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof) *,  points  in  New 
Jersey  (Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof,  points  in  Jeffer¬ 
son  County,  Ohio,  and  Philadelphia, 
Pa.))*,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  in 
Nassau  and  Suffolk  Counties,  N.Y. 
(Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  points  in  Jefferson  County, 
Ohio,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.)  *,  points  in 
North  Carolina  (points  in  Harlan  County, 
Ky„  and  Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof)*,  points  in 
Pennsylvania  (points  in  Harlan  County, 
Ky„  Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  points  within 
25  miles  thereof,  and  points  in  Jefferson 
County,  Ohio)*,  points  in  Rhode  Island 
(points  in  Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  Boston,  Mass.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof,  and  Blooming¬ 
ton,  HI.,  and  points  within  25  miles  there¬ 
of)  *,  and  points  in  South  Dakota  (Har¬ 
lan,  Iowa,  and  points  within  5  miles 
thereof  and  Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof)*,  and 

(3)  Prom  Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof  to  points  in 
Tennessee  (points  in  Missouri)*,  points 
in  Virginia  (points  in  Harlan  County, 
Ky.)*.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by  as¬ 
terisks  above.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  include  Georgia,  Idaho,  and 
Delaware  as  destination  states. 

No.  MC-88368  (Sub-No.  E14)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  15,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  July  9,  1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  CARTWRIGHT  VAN  LINES, 
INC.,  1109  Cartwright  Ave.,  Grandview, 
Mo.  64030.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Theodore  Polydoroff,  Suite  600,  1250 
Connecticut  Ave.  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  House¬ 
hold  goods,  from  points  in  Kansas  to 
points  in  Alabama  (points  in  Mississippi 
and  Florence,  Sheffield,  and  Tuscumbia, 
Ala.)  *,  points  in  California  in  and  north 
of  Humboldt.  Trinity,  Shasta,  and  Lasson 
Counties,  Calif,  (points  in  Colorado  and 
points  in  Washington  east  of  the  Cascade 
Mountains)*,  points  in  Connecticut 
(Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  points  in  Jefferson  County, 
Ohio,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.)  *,  points  In 
Delaware  (Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof,  points  in  Jeffer¬ 
son  County,  Ohio,  and  Philadelphia, 


Pa.)  *,  points  in  Florida  (points  in  Mis¬ 
sissippi  and  Florence,  Sheffield,  and  Tus¬ 
cumbia,  Ala.)  *,  points  in  Georgia  (points 
in  Mississippi  and  Florence,  Sheffield,  and 
Tuscumbia,  Ala.,  and  Birmingham,  Ala., 
and  points  within  100  miles  thereof)*, 
points  in  Maine  (Bloomington,  HI.,  and 
points  within  25  miles  thereof,  points  in 
Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
and  Boston,  Mass.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof)  *,  points  in  Massachusetts 
(Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  points  in  Jefferson  County, 
Ohio,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.)  *,  points  in 
Michigan  (Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof)  *,  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota  (Harlan,  Iowra,  and  points  within 
15  miles  thereof)  *,  points  in  Montana 
(Newton,  Kans.,  and  points  within  15 
miles  thereof,  points  in  Kimball,  Banner 
and  Cheyenne  Counties,  Nebr.,  and  points 
in  Colorado  and  Wyoming)*,  points  In 
New  Hampshire  (Bloomington,  HI.,  and 
points  within  25  miles  thereof,  points  in 
Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  and  Boston,  Mass.,  and  points  within 
25  miles  thereof)  *,  points  in  New  Jersey 
(Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  points  In  Jefferson  County, 
Ohio,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.)  *,  points  in 
North  Carolina  (points  in  Mississippi 
and  Florence,  Sheffield,  and  Tuscumbia, 
Ala.)  *,  points  in  Ohio  (Bloomington,  HI., 
and  points  within  25  miles  thereof)  *, 
points  in  Oregon  (points  in  Colorado  and 
points  in  Washington  east  of  the  Cascade 
Mountains)*,  points  in  Pennsylvania 
(Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  and  points  in  Jefferson 
County,  Ohio)  *,  points  in  Rhode  Island 
(Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  points  in  Jefferson 
County,  Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
Boston,  Mass.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)  *,  points  in  Berkeley,  Dorchester, 
Colleton,  Hampton,  Jasper,  Beaufort,  and 
Charleston  Counties,  S.C.  (points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Florence,  Sheffield,  and  Tus¬ 
cumbia  Counties,  Ala.,  and  Valdosta, 
Ga.)  *,  points  in  Vermont  (Bloomington, 
Ill.,  and  points  within  25  miles  thereof, 
points  in  Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  and  Boston,  Mass.,  and 
points  within  25  miles  thereof)*,  points 
in  Virginia  (points  in  Mississippi,  Flor¬ 
ence,  Sheffield,  and  Tuscumbia,  Ala., 
and  points  in  Washington  (points  In 
Colorado)  *,  points  in  Wisconsin  (Bloom¬ 
ington,  Ill.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)*,  points  in  Wyoming  (Newton, 
Kans.,  and  points  within  15  miles  there¬ 
of,  and  points  in  Kimball,  Banner,  and 
Cheyenne  Counties,  Nebr.)  *,  and  points 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  (Blooming¬ 
ton,  HI.,  and  points  within  25  miles  there¬ 
of,  points  in  Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.).*  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indi¬ 
cated  by  asterisks  above.  The  purpose  of 
this  correction  is  to  add  Wisconsin  as  a 
destination  state. 

No.  MC-88368  (Sub-No.  E15)  (COR¬ 
RECTION),  filed  May  15,  1974,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  July  12, 
1974.  Applicant:  CARTWRIGHT  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  1109  Cartwright  Ave., 
Grandview,  Mo.  64030.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 


sentative:  Theodore  Polydoroff,  Suite 
600,  1250  Connecticut  Ave.  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  from  points  in 
Kentucky  to  Harlan,  Iowa,  and  points  in 
Iowa  within  15  miles  thereof  (Blooming¬ 
ton,  HI.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)*,  points  in  Montana  (Bloom¬ 
ington,  HI.,  Newton,  Kans.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof,  points  in  Kim¬ 
ball,  Banner  and  Cheyenne  Counties, 
Nebr.,  and  points  in  Wyoming)  *,  points 
in  Oregon  (Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof,  Newton,  Kans., 
and  points  within  15  miles  thereof, 
points  in  Colorado,  and  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington  east  of  the  Cascade  Mountains)  *, 
and  points  in  Washington  (Bloomington, 
Ill.,  points  in  Indiana  and  Wyoming,  Har¬ 
lan,  Iowa,  and  points  within  15  miles 
thereof,  and  points  in  Kimball,  Banner, 
and  Cheyenne  Counties,  Nebr.)*;  from 
points  in  Harlan  County,  Ky.,  to  points 
in  Arkansas  (Florence,  Sheffield,  and 
Tuscumbia,  Ala.)  *,  points  in  Connecticut 
(points  in  Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.)  *,  points  in  Florida 
(points  in  Georgia  bounded  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Georgia-Florida  State 
line,  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
1  to  Waycross,  Ga.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  82  to  Albany,  Ga.,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  3  through  Banconton, 
Camilla,  and  Pelham,  to  Thomasville, 
Ga.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  the 
Georgia-Florida  State  line  and  thence 
along  the  Georgia-Florida  State  line  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  1,  the  points  of 
beginning)  *,  points  in  Hlinois  within  100 
miles  of  Danville,  HI.,  including  Danville 
(Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof)  *,  points  in  Iowa  (Bloom¬ 
ington,  HI.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)  *,  points  in  Louisiana  (Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.,  and  points  within  100  miles  of 
Birmingham  except  Montgomery,  Ala.)  *, 
points  in  Maine  (points  in  Jeffer¬ 
son  County,  Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
Boston,  Mass.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)*,  points  in  Massachusetts 
(points  in  Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.)  *,  points  in  Mississippi 
(Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama  within  100  miles  of  Birmingham 
except  Montgomery,  Ala.)*,  points  in 
New  Hampshire  (points  in  Jefferson 
County,  Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
Boston,  Mass.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)  *,  points  in  New  Jersey  (points 
in  Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  and  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.)  *,  points  in  Pennsylvania 
(points  in  Jefferson  County,  Ohio)*, 
points  in  Rhode  Island  (points  in  Jeffer¬ 
son  County,  Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
Boston,  Mass.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)*,  points  in  South  Dakota 
(Bloomington,  HI.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof  and  Harlan,  Iowa,  and 
points  within  15  miles  thereof)*,  points 
in  Vermont  (points  in  Jefferson  County, 
Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Boston, 
Mass.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof)  *,  and  points  in  Wisconsin 
(points  in  Indiana  within  100  miles  of 
Danville,  HI.,  and  Bloomington,  Ill.,  and 
points  within  25  miles  thereof)*.  The 
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purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  with  asterisks  above. 
The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  add 
New  Hampshire  as  a  destination  State. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E373),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE„  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat 
products,  and  meat  by-products  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  in  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and  766  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  Denver,  Colo.,  to  Gulfport,  Miss.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Omaha,  Nebr.,  and  Humboldt, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E377),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  not  coldpack  or  frozen,  from  Red 
Creek,  Waterloo,  Rushville,  PennYan, 
Egypt,  Fairport,  Lyons,  Newark,  and 
Syracuse,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Alabama  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Alabama-Mississippi  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  its 
junction  with  Alabama  Highway  14, 
thence  along  Alabama  Highway  14  to 
its  junction  with  Interstate  Highway  82, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  85  to 
the  Alabama- Georgia  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Delaware  (except 
those  south  of  the  Chesapeake  and  Dela¬ 
ware  Canal). 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E404),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Roswell 
Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) , 
from  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  New 
Mexico  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  New  Mexico-Texas  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  its 
junction  with  New  Mexico  Highway  104 
to  Las  Vegas,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  25  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  285,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
285  to  the  junction  with  New  Mexico 
Highway  4,  thence  along  New  Mexico 
Highway  4  to  its  junction  with  New 
Mexico  Highway  126,  thence  along  New 
Mexico  Highway  126  to  its  junction  with 
New  Mexico  Highway  44,  thence  along 
New  Mexico  Highway  44  to  the  New 
Mexico-Colorado  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Tennessee  (except  Memphis, 


Tenn.,  and  points  in  the  commercial  zone 
thereof) . 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E412),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  Frozen 
meat  and  frozen  meat  products,  from 
points  in  Texas,  to  points  in  New  Jersey. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Rocky  Mount,  N.C. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E413),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  oy  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  meats,  and 
frozen  meat  products,  from  points  in 
Texas,  points  in  New  York  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  York  State  line,  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  11  to  Binghamton,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  7  to  Sche¬ 
nectady,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  5  to  its  junction  with  New  York 
Highway  50,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  50  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  9,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  9 
to  its  junction  with  US.  Highway  4, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  4  to  the 
Vermont-New  York  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Rocky  Mount,  N.C. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E414),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods,  in  ve¬ 
hicles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig¬ 
eration  (except  in  bulk  and  except  meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766),  from  points  in 
Texas  to  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  York  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  29  to  its 
junction  with  Pennsylvania  Highway 
309,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway 
309  to  its  junction  with  Interstate  High¬ 
way  81,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  81  to  its  junctions  with  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  924,  thence  along  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  924  to  its  junction 
with  Pennsylvania  Highway  54,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  54  to  Ash¬ 
land,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  54  to  Gratz,  thence  along  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  25  to  Millersburg,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  147  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  22/322, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  22/322  to 


Harrisburg,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
15  to  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Rocky  Mount,  N.C. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  415),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212- 
5299  Roswell  Road,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
meats,  and  frozen  meat  products,  from 
points  in  Texas,  to  points  in  Maryland. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Rocky  Mount,  N.C. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  416),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212- 
5299  Roswell  Road,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechani¬ 
cal  refrigeration  (except  in  bulk  and  ex¬ 
cept  meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766) ,  from  points 
in  Texas,  to  points  in  Maryland.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Rocky  Mount,  N.C. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  417),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212- 
5299  Roswell  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  byproducts,  as 
described  in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to  points 
in  North  Carolina,  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  North  Carolina-Ten - 
nessee  State  line  and  extending  along 
North  Carolina  Highway  208,  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  25-70,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  25-70  to  Asheville, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19-23  to  its 
junction  with  North  Carolina  Highway 
107,  thence  along  North  Carolina  High¬ 
way  107  to  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  463),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299 
Roswell  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
California.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
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to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Tennessee  (except  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and 
points  in  the  Commercial  Zone  thereof) . 

No.  MC-9554  (Sub-No.  E651),  filed 
May  11,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Roswell 
Rd„  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from 
Prattsville,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Mississippi. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Florence,  Ala. 

No.  MC-96561  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WALTON’S 
MOVING  &  EXPRESS  CO.,  INC.,  131 
Liberty  Street,  Bloomfield,  N.J.  07003. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Maxwell  A. 
Howell,  1511  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  in 
Westchester,  Nassau,  and  Suffolk  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Reading,  Temple,  Philadelphia, 
and  Eddystone,  Pa.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Essex  County,  N.J. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E59),  filed 
April  24,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Compo¬ 
sition  board,  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  South 
Carolina,  and  Wyoming.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Louisville,  Miss.,  Miami,  Okla.,  and 
points  in  Henry  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E62),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Compo¬ 
sition  board,  from  the  Flakeboard  plant 
site  of  the  Crossett  Lumber  Company,  at 
Crossett,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Dakota, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Wyoming,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Miami  and  Craig,  Okla., 
Urania,  La.,  and  points  in  Stone  County, 
Miss.,  and  Henry  County,  Tenn. 

NO.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E70),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant's  rep¬ 


resentative:  Paul  Caplinger  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
pallets,  creosoted  posts,  creosoted  poles, 
and  creosoted  pilings  between  points  in 
Missouri  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  63 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Tennessee  on  and  south  of  a 
line  from  the  Virginia-Tennessee  State 
line  along  U.S.  Highway  11-E  to  the 
junction  of  Knox  County,  thence  in  and 
south  of  Knox,  Rome,  Rhea,  Bledsoe, 
Van  Buren,  Warren,  Coffee,  Bedrod, 
Marshall,  Maury,  Hickman,  Perry,  Deca- 
teur,  Carroll,  Gibson,  and  Dyer  Counties. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points'  within  250  miles 
of  Texarkana,  Tex.,  including  Texar¬ 
kana,  but  not  including  points  in  Missis¬ 
sippi. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E79),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sheet 
iron  roofing  from  points  in  Kansas  to 
points  in  Tennessee.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  West 
Memphis,  Ark. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E80),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport.  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  Caplinger  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Composi¬ 
tion  board  from  Marrero,  La.,  to  (1) 
points  in  California  in  and  north  of 
Inyo,  Kern,  and  Ventura  Counties  and 
points  in  Idaho,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  North  Dakota,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Utah,  and  Washington  (Pine- 
land,  Tex.,  and  Pittsburg,  Kans.)*;  (2) 
points  in  New  Mexico  (the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  National  Gypsum 
Company  at  or  near  Rotan,  Tex.)  *;  (3) 
points  in  Colorado  (Acme,  Tex.)*;  and 
(4)  points  in  Kansas  and  Oklahoma 
(Pineland,  Tex.)  *.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indi¬ 
cated  by  the  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E81),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  Caplinger  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Wall- 
board,  fiberboard,  particleboard,  roofing, 
insulating,  sheathing,  gypsum  plaster 
products,  joint  system  compounds  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk)  and  building  paper  and 
tape  from  Irving,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  and  Indiana  (West  Memphis, 
Ark.)*;  (2)  W allboard,  fiberboard,  ply¬ 
wood,  particleboard,  roofing,  insulating, 
sheathing,  gypsum  products,  joint  sys¬ 
tem  compounds  (except  in  bulk) ,  build¬ 
ing  paper  and  tape  from  Irving,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Ohio  (Shreveport,  La.)*;  (3) 


Composition  roofing  from  Irving,  Tex., 
to  points  in  Georgia,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia  (Terry,  Miss.)  *.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  the  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E82),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sheet 
iron  roofing,  from  points  in  Kansas  to 
points  in  Georgia.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  West 
Memphis,  Ark. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E83),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Alumi¬ 
num  doors  and  windows,  complete  with 
glass  panes,  from  Wright  City,  Okla.,  to 
points  in  California,  Idaho,  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota, 
Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  Washing¬ 
ton,  and  Wyoming.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
points  within  250  miles  of  Texarkana, 
Tex.,  and  Tap  City,  Ark. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E84),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Alumi¬ 
num  doors  and  windows,  complete  with 
glass  panes,  from  Mountain  Pine,  Ark., 
to  points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  within 
250  miles  of  Texarkana,  Tex.,  and  Tap 
City,  Ark. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E85) ,  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant  MELTON 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Alumi¬ 
num  windows  and  doors,  complete  with 
glass  panes,  from  Broken  Bow,  Okla.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
North  Dakota,  Oregon,  South  Dakota, 
Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  within  250  miles  of 
Texarkana,  Tex.,  and  Tap  City,  Ark. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No  E86),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
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common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Alumi¬ 
num  doors  and  windows,  complete  with 
glass  panes,  from  Dierks,  Ark.,  to  points 
in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North 
Dakota,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  within  250  miles  of  Texarkana, 
Tex.,  and  Tap  City,  Ark. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E101),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Roofing, 
from  points  in  Arkansas  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Camden,  Ark. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E102),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Particle 
board,  from  Diboll,  Tex,  to  points  in 
California  in  and  north  of  Inyo,  Tulare, 
Kings,  and  Monterey  Counties,  and 
points  in  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Utah,  and  Washington.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Pittsburg,  Kans. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E103),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
ohreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plastic 
pipe  (except  oilfield  commodities  as  de¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commission  in  Mercer  Ex¬ 
tension — Oilfield  Commodities,  74  M.C.C. 
459),  from  East  Camden,  Ark.,  to  points 
in  Florida  and  North  Carolina.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Slocomb,  Ala. 


No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E104),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wall- 
board,  flberboard,  particleboard,  com¬ 
position  roofing  board,  composition  In¬ 
sulating  board,  composition  sheathing 
board,  and  gypsum  plaster  board,  from 
West  Memphis,  Art,  to  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Idaho,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
vada,  Oregon,  Utah,  and  Washington. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Pittsburg,  Kans. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E130) ,  filed 
May  31,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Paul  Capllnger  (same  as 


above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Com¬ 
position  board  and  ply  board  (a)  from 
points  in  Texas  on,  south,  and  east  of  a 
line  from  El  Paso  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  10  to  the  junction  of  Interstate 
Highway  20,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  20  to  the  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  277,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  277 
to  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line,  to 
points  in  Minnesota  (Irving,  Tex.,  and 
Pittsburg,  Kans.)  • ;  (b)  from  points  in 
Texas  on  and  east  of  a  line  from  Galves¬ 
ton  along  Interstate  Highway  45  to  the 
junction  of  Interstate  Highway  35, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  35  to 
the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line,  to  points 
in  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  (Irving,  Tex.,  and  Pittsburg, 
Kans.)  •;  (c)  from  points  in  Texas  west 
and  north  of  a  line  from  the  Texas- 
Oklahoma  State  line  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  271  to  the  Junction  of  Texas  State 
Highway  19,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  19  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  80, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Texas  Highway  199,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  199  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  UB.  Highway  82,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  82  to  the  Texas-New  Mex¬ 
ico  State  line  to  points  In  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont  (Irving, 
Tex.,  and  Pittsburg,  Kans.)*;  (d)  from 
El  Paso,  Tex.,  to  points  In  Virginia  (Irv¬ 
ing,  Tex.,  and  Pittsburg,  Kans.)  *;  (e) 
from  points  in  Texas  on  and  south  of  a 
line  from  the  Texas-New  Mexico  State 
line  along  U.S.  Highway  180  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  277,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  277  to  the  Junction  of  US. 
Highway  82,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
82  to  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  75, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  Galves¬ 
ton,  to  points  in  Michigan,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin 
(Irving,  Tex.,  and  Pittsburg,  Kans.)  *:  (2) 
Lumber  (a)  from  points  in  Texas  over 
250  miles  from  Texarkana,  Tex.,  and  on 
and  east  of  UB.  Highway  277  to  points 
in  Kansas  and  points  in  Oklahoma  over 
250  miles  from  Texarkana  (except  points 
In  and  west  of  Beaver  County)  (points 
in  Texas  within  250  miles  of  Texar¬ 
kana)  * ;  (b)  from  points  in  Texas  over 
250  miles  from  Texarkana,  Tex.,  and 
south  of  a  line  from  the  Texas-New 
Mexico  State  line  along  US.  Highway  82 
to  the  Junction  of  U.S.  Highway  281, 
thence  along  US.  Highway  281  to  the 
Texas -Oklahoma  State  line  to  points  In 
Missouri  over  250  miles  from  Texarkana 
(points  in  Texas  within  250  miles  of  Tex¬ 
arkana)  *;  (c)  from  points  in  Texas  over 
250  miles  from  Texarkana,  Tex.,  to  points 
In  Louisiana  over  250  miles  from  Tex¬ 
arkana  (points  in  Texas  within  250  miles 
of  Texarkana)  * :  (3)  Composition  board 
(a)  from  points  in  Texas  on  and  south 
of  a  line  from  the  Arkansas-Louisiana 
State  line  along  US.  Highway  80  to  the 
junction  of  Texas  Highway  199,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  199  to  the  junction 
of  US.  Highway  82,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  82  to  the  Texas-New  Mexico 


State  line  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Vermont,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  (Pineland,  Tex,  and  the  ware¬ 
houses  and  plant  site  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Paper  Company  located  in  Stone 
County,  Miss.)  * ;  (b)  from  points  in  Tex¬ 
as  on  and  south  of  a  line  from  the  Loui- 
siana-Texas  State  line  along  Texas 
Highway  7  to  the  junction  of  Interstate 
Highway  45,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  45  to  the  junction  of  Interstate 
Highway  20,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  20  to  El  Paso  to  points  in  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  and  South  Caro¬ 
lina  (Pineland,  Tex,  and  the  warehouses 
and  plant  site  of  the  International  Paper 
Company  located  in  Stone  County, 
Miss.)  *:  (4)  Composition  board  and  ply- 
board  from  points  in  Texas  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  281  to  points  in  Iowa  and 
Nebraska  (Irving,  Tex.)  * :  (5)  Composi¬ 
tion  board  and  plywood  from  points  in 
Texas  on  and  east  of  a  line  from  Laredo, 
Tex,  along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  277,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  277  to  the  Texas -Oklaho¬ 
ma  State  line  to  points  in  Colorado 
(Acme,  Tex.)*:  and  (6)  Composition 
board  and  plywood  from  points  in  Texas 
on  and  east  of  a  line  from  Laredo,  Tex, 
along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  277,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  277  to  the  Texas-Oklahoma 
State  line  to  points  in  New  Mexico  (the 
plant  site  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
National  Gypsum  Company  at  or  near 
Rotan,  Tex.)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated 
by  the  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-106274  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  RAEFORD 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  219, 
Sanford,  N.C.  27330.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  G.  Villalon,  Suite  1032 
Pennsylvania  Bldg,  Washington,  D.C. 
20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber 
(except  plywood  and  veneer),  (1)  from 
points  in  Alamance,  Bladen.  Cabarrus, 
Caswell,  Chatham,  Columbus,  Cumber¬ 
land,  Davidson,  Davie,  Duplin,  Durham, 
Edgecombe,  Franklin,  Granville,  Greene, 
Guilford,  Halifax,  Harnett,  Hoke,  Johns¬ 
ton,  Lee,  Lenoir,  Montgomery,  Nash, 
Northhampton,  Orange,  Person,  Pitt, 
Randolph,  Robeson,  Rockingham,  Row¬ 
an,  Sampson,  Vance,  Wake,  Warren, 
Wayne,  and  Wilson  Counties,  N.C.,  points 
in  those  parts  of  Beaufort,  Craven,  Jones, 
Martin,  and  Onslow  Counties,  N.C.,  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  17,  and  points 
in  that  part  of  Pender  County,  N.C.,  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  117,  to  points 
in  Ohio,  and  (2)  from  points  in  Forsyth 
County,  N.C.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Ohio  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Ohio-Kentucky  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Ohio  Highway  16,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  16  to  junction  UB.  Highway  36, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  the 
Ohio-West  Virginia  State  line.  Restric¬ 
tion:  The  operations  authorized  herein 
are  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
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points  In  the  above-named  origin  terri¬ 
tory.  Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Chat¬ 
ham  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC-107295  (Sub-No.  E99),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  146,  Farmer 
City,  Dl.  61842.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Dale  L.  Cox  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Composition  board, 
from  the  plant  site  or  storage  facilities 
of  Evans  Products  Company  at  Phillips, 
Wis.,  (a)  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Maine,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont  (Port  Clin¬ 
ton,  Ohio)*,  and  (b)  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
sissippi  (Truman,  Ark.)*.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-107295  (Sub-No.  E100),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  146,  Farmer 
City,  HI.  61842.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Dale  L.  Cox  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operateas  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes  transporting:  Gypsum  building 
materials,  from  the  plant  site  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  Celotex  Corporation  at 
Lagro,  Ind.,  to  points  in  New  Hampshire. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Ann  Arbor,  Mich. 

No.  MC-107295  (Sub-No.  E140),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  146,  Farmer 
City,  Ill.  61842.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Dale  L.  Cox  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (A)  Gypsum  build¬ 
ing  board,  from  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas  and  Missouri  (Bristol, 
Ind.)*;  and  (B)  Gypsum  products,  from 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  (a)  to  points  in 
Colorado,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  North 
Dakota,  and  South  Dakota  (Fort  Dodge, 
Iowa)*;  and  (b)  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Montana,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
and  South  Carolina,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia  (Port  Clinton,  Ohio)*.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-107403  (Sub-No.  E260),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  plas¬ 
tics,  from  Valley  Forge  Terminal,  at 
Norristown,  Pa.',  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Delaware  City,  Del. 

No.  MC-109891  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  INFINGER 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 


Charleston  Heights,  S.C.  29405.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Frank  B.  Hand, 
Jr.,  P.O.  Box  446,  Winchester,  Va.  22601. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Gasoline, 
petroleum  refined  oil,  and  petroleum 
distillate  oil,  In  tank  vehicles,  from 
Charleston,  S.C.,  and  points  within  ten 
miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Georgia  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia- Alabama  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Interstate  Highway  85  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  23,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  23  to  the  Georgia-South  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Belton, 
S.C. 

No.  MC-110420  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  QUALITY  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  186,  Pleasant 
Prairie,  Wis.  53158.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666 
Eleventh  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Blends  of 
animal  fats  and  vegetable  oils,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  Waterloo,  Iowa, 
to  Charlotte,  N.C.,  Lititz,  Pa.,  and  points 
in  Kentucky  (Chicago,  HI.)  * ;  (2)  from 
Cudahy,  Wis.,  to  Charlotte,  N.C.,  and 
Lititz,  Pa.  (Chicago,  HI.)*;  (3)  from 
Boston,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  and  Nebraska  (Chicago, 
Ill.)  *;  (4)  from  Boston,  Mass.,  to  points 
in  Butler,  Warren,  Hamilton,  and  Cler¬ 
mont  Counties,  Ohio  (Louisville,  Ky.)  *; 

(5)  from  Peabody,  Mass.,  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
Wisconsin,  that  part  of  Kentucky  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  231,  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  and  in  Berrien, 
Cass,  and  Van  Buren  Counties,  Mich.; 

(6)  from  Salem,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  that  part  of  Indiana  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Michigan-Indiana 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
31  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  25, 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  25  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  231  to  the  Indiana-Ken- 
tucky  State  line,  that  part  of  Kentucky 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  231,  and 
points  in  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan 
and  in  Berrien,  Cass,  and  Van  Buren 
Counties,  Mich.  (Chicago,  HI.)*;  (7) 
from  Newark,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  that  part  of  Indiana  in  and  west  of 
St.  Joseph,  Marshall,  Stark,  Pulaski, 
White  Tippecanoe,  Fountain,  and  Ver 
million  Counties,  that  part  of  Kentucky 
in  and  west  of  Livingston,  Lyon,  and 
Tregg  Counties,  the  Upper  Peninsula  of 
Michigan  and  that  part  of  the  Lower 
Peninsula  in  and  west  of  Allegan, 
Kalamazoo,  and  St.  Joseph  Counties 
(Chicago,  HI.)*;  .(8)  from  Amster¬ 
dam,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Minne¬ 
sota,  and  that  part  of  Hlinois  on  and 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  80  (Cudahy, 
Wis.)*;  (9)  from  Rochester,  N.Y.,  to 
points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  and  Jo 
Daviess,  Stephenson,  Winnebago,  Ogle, 
Carroll,  Whiteside,  and  Lee  Counties,  Ill. 


(Cudahy,  Wis.)*;  (10)  from  Consho- 
hocken.  Pa.,  to  points  in  Nebraska,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Iowa,  Lake, 
Porter,  La  Porte,  Starke,  Pulaski,  Jasper 
and  Newton  Counties,  Ind.,  and  points  in 
the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan  and 
in  Berrien,  Cass,  and  Van  Buren  Coun¬ 
ties,  Mich.  (Chicago,  HI.)  *.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  S528),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  points  in  Ohio  to  points  in 
Nevada.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Institute,  W. 
Va.,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E529),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  points  in  Ohio  to  points  in 
that  part  of  New  Hampshire  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  302,  and  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  3,  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  liquid  latex  from 
Akron,  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Buffalo, 
N.Y.,  and  Stoneham,  Mass. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E531),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals,  as  defined  in  The 
Maxwell  Co.,  Extension-Addyston,  63 
M.C.C.  677  (except  bituminous  products 
and  materials) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  23  to  points  in  New 
Jersey.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Follansbee  and 
Natrium,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E532),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown.  Pa.  19335..  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Ohio  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  23,  to 
points  in  New  Mexico.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Institute,  W.  Va.,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E533),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
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representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  aa  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals  as  defined  in  The 
Maxwell  Co.,  Extension- Addyston,  63 
M.C.C.  677  (except  bituminous  products 
and  materials) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and 
south  of  Interstate  Highway  60  to  points 
in  that  part  of  New  York  on  and  east  of 
Interstate  Highway  81.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
(1)  Follansbee,  W.  Va.,  and  (2)  the  plant- 
site  of  the  Aniline  and  Solvay  Divisions 
of  the  Allied  Chemical  Corporation,  in 
Marshall  County,  W.  Va.  (approximately 
four  miles  south  of  Moundsville,  W.  Va.) 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E534),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Ohio  to  points  in 
that  part  of  North  Carolina  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North  Caro¬ 
lina- Virginia  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  52  to  Lexington,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  85  to  the  North 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  S.  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E535),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Thomas  J. 
O’Brien  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk. 
In  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  that  part 
of  Ohio  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  23, 
to  points  in  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  S.  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E536),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC„  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  Ohio  to  points  in 
Oregon.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Institute, 
W.  Va.,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E537),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals  and  liquid  coal  tar 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  south 
of  Interstate  Highway  70  and  east  of  U.S. 


Highway  23,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  New  York-Pennsyl vania 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
219  to  Ebensburg,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  22  to  Duncansville,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  220  to  the  Pennsylvania- 
Maryland  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Allegheny  County,  Pa. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E538),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals  and  liquid  coal  tar  prod¬ 
ucts,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  north 
of  Interstate  Highway  70  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  23,  to  points  in  that  part 
of  Pennsylvania  on,  east,  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Maryland-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  220  to  Milesburg,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  the  New  Jersey- 
Pennsylvania  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Allegheny  County,  Pa. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E539),  filed 
May  20.  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Ohio  to  points  in  Rhode 
Island,  restricted  against  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  latex  from  Akron,  Ohio.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E540)  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals  (except  bituminous  prod¬ 
ucts  and  materials) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Ohio  to  points 
in  South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  In¬ 
stitute,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E541),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Utah  on  and  west  of  UB.  Highway  89. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Institute,  W.  Va.,  and 
Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E542),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 


200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals  (except  liquid  hydrogen, 
liquid  oxygen,  and  liquid  nitrogen),  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  that 
part  of  Ohio  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  422  to  points  in  Vermont.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Josephtown,  Pa.,  and  Syracuse, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E543),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Ohio  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Virginia  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  52.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  S.  Charles¬ 
ton,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E544),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Ohio  to  points 
in  Washington.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Institute, 
W.  Va.,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E545),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downington,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Li¬ 
quid  chemicals  (except  bituminous  prod¬ 
ucts  and  materials) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on 
and  south  of  Interstate  Highway  70  and 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  23,  to  points 
in  that  part  of  West  Virginia  on  and  east 
of  a  line  begining  at  the  Ohio- West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50  to  Ellenboro,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  16  to  Gouley  Bridge,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  21  to  the  West  Vir¬ 
ginia- Virginia  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
S.  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E546),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Li¬ 
quid  chemicals  (except  bituminous  prod¬ 
ucts  and  materials) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  70  to  points  in 
that  part  of  West  Virginia  on  and  south 
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of  a  line  beginning  at  the  West  Virginia- 
Kentucky  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  119  to  Marmet,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Virginia  State  line.  ’Die  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  S. 
Charleston,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E547),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals  as  defined  in  The  Maxwell  Co., 
Extension — Addyston,  63  M.C.C.  677  (ex¬ 
cept  bituminous  products  and  materials) , 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  40  and  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  23,  to  points  in  Delaware.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Follansbee  and  Natrium, 
W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E548),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  as  defined  in  The  Maxwell  Co., 
Extension — Addyston,  63  M.C.C.  677,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Pennsylvania  to  points  in  Alabama.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  S.  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E549),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania  to  points  in 
Arizona.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E550),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals  as  defined  in  The  Maxwell  Co., 
Extension — Addyston,  63  M.C.C.  677,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Pennsylvania  to  points  in  Arkansas.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  S.  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E551),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (a) 


from  points  in  Allegheny,  Beaver,  Butler, 
Cambria,  Dauphin,  Payette,  McKean, 
Philadelphia,  Venango,  and  Montgomery 
Counties,  Pa.,  to  points  in  California 
(Addyston,  Ohio)  * ;  and  (b)  from  points 
in  Pennsylvania  (except  points  in  those 
counties  specified  in  (a)  above)  to  points 
in  California  (Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  Ad¬ 
dyston,  Ohio)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
the  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E552),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC,,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania  to  points  in 
Colorado.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E553),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant :  ' CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals  as  defined  in  The  Mawxell  Co., 
Extension- Addyston,  63  M.C.C.  677,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  that 
part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  219  to  points  in  Florida.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  S.  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E554),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals  (except  bituminous  products 
and  materials) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  219  to  points 
in  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Greensboro, 
N.C.,  and  Augusta,  Ga. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E555),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.-  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals  (except  bituminous 
products  and  materials),  from  points  in 
Pennsylvania  to  points  in  Georgia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Morgantown,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E556),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals,  In  bulk,  In  tank 


vehicles,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania  to 
points  in  Idaho.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E564),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals,  as  defined  in  The 
Maxwell  Co.,  Extension- Addyston,  63 
M.C.C.  677,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  restricted  against  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  phthalic  anhydride  from 
Bridgeville,  Pa.,  to  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Bridgeville,  Pa. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E565),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals,  as  defined  in  The 
Maxwell  Co.,  Extension-Addyston,  63 
M.C.C.  677,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Pennsylvania  to  points  in 
Mississippi.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  S.  Charles¬ 
ton,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E566),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Pennsylvania  to  points  in 
Missouri.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  South 
Fayette  Township,  Allegheny  County, 
Pa. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E567),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Pennsylvania  to  points  in 
Montana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E568),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Pennsylvania  to  points  in 
Nebraska.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 
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No.  MC-1 10525  (Sub-No.  E569),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC,  P.O.  BOX 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  j.  O'Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals.  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  In  Pennsylvania  to  points  In 
Nevada.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Pittsburgh, 
Pa,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-1 10525  (Sub-No.  E569) ,  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downlngtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals,  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  In  Pennsylvania  to  points 
in  Nevada.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Pittsburgh, 
Pa,  and  Addyston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-1 10988  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
May  23,  1974.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TANK  LINES,  INC,  200  West  Cecil 
Street,  Neenah,  Wise.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wilmer  B.  Hill,  666  Eleventh 
Street  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Modified  soybean 
oil.  In  bulk,  from  Blooming  Prairie, 
Minn,  to  points  In  New  York,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Alabama, 
points  In  that  part  of  Tennessee  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  27,  and  points  In 
that  part  of  Arkansas  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Missouri- Arkan¬ 
sas  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  67  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  167, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to  the 
Arkansas-Loulslana  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  South  Beloit,  HI,  and  the 
plant  and  warehouse  site  of  the  Phila¬ 
delphia  Quartz  Co,  at  Utica,  HI. 

No.  MC-111401  (Sub-No.  E7) ,  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petrochem¬ 
icals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Colorado  located 
on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Colorado-Utah  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  114,  thence  along  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  114  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  285,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  285 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  160,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  160  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  25,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  25  to  the  Colorado-New 
Mexico  State  line,  points  in  that 
part  of  Hlinois  (except  Chicago  and 
Ringwood)  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Hlinois-Missouri  state 
line,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  140 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  70, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  70,  to 


the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Klngsmlll,  Tex. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E343),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  INC,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Bom  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  requires, 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Michigan  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Port 
Huron,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
21  to  St.  Johns,  thence  along  US.  High¬ 
way  27  to  Lansing,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  127  to  the  Michigan-Ohio  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Wisconsin  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Wiscon- 
sin-Hlinois  State  line,  thence  U.S.  High¬ 
way  61  to  Reads  town,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  131  to  Tomah,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  North  Tomah, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  21  to 
Necedah,  thence  along  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  80  to  Pittsville,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  13  to  junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  77,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  77  to  Minong,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  53  to  the  Wiscons in-Minnesota 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dubuque,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E345) ,  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  INC,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Bom  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Massachusetts  on 
and  east  of  Massachusetts  Highway  31 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  West  Virginia  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  West 
Vlrginia-Virginia  State  line,  thence  along 
West  Virginia  Highway  3  to  Fairdale, 
thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway  99 
to  junction  West  Virginia  Highway  85, 
thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway  85 
to  Oceana,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  10  to  Logan,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  119  to  the  West  Virginia-Ken- 
tucky  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Mt. 
Airy.  N.C. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E349),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  INC,  P.O. 
Box  6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Bom  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities  (except  knitting  ma¬ 
chines)  ,  the  transportation  of  which,  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight,  requires  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  between  points  in 
that  part  of  New  York  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  New  York-Pennsyl- 


vania  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  209  to  Kingston,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  87  to  Leeds,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  23  to  the  New 
York -Massachusetts  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Kansas  on,  south,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kansas- 
Missouri  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  54  to  El  Dorado,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  77  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  56,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  56  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  81,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  81  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  24,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24 
to  Hill  City,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
283  to  the  Kansas-Nebraska  State  fine. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Ringgold,  Ga. 

No.  MC-1 13828  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  O’BOYLE 
TANK  LINES,  INC,  P.O.  Box  30006, 
Washington,  D.C.  20014.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  A.  Grimm  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities,  as  are  used  in,  or  incidental 
to  the  preparation,  packing,  and  ship¬ 
ment  of  processed  foods,  in  bulk,  from 
points  in  Massachusetts,  to  points  in 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Washington,  D.C, 
and  those  in  Pennsylvania  on,  south,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
Jersey-Pennsylvania  State  line,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  276,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  276  to  its  intersection 
with  Pennsylvania  Highway  422,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  422  to  its 
intersection  with  Pennsylvania  Highway 
322,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway 
322  to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  Highway 
6,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  the 
Pennsylvania- Ohio  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Atlantic  County,  N.J. 

No.  MC-113828  (Sub-No.  E23),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  O’BOYLE 
TANK  LINES,  INC,  P.O.  Box  30006, 
Washington,  D.C.  20014.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  A.  Grimm  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities,  as  are  used  in,  or  incidental 
to  the  preparation,  packing,  and  ship¬ 
ment  of  processed  foods,  in  bulk,  from 
points  in  Rhode  Island  to  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  Washington,  D.C,  and 
those  points  in  Pennsylvania  on,  south, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  inter¬ 
section  of  the  New  Jersey-Pennsylvania 
State  line,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  Interstate  Highway  276, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  276  to 
its  intersection  with  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  422,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  422  to  its  intersection  with 
Pennsylvania  Highway  322,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  322  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  the  Pennsyl- 
vania-Ohio  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Atlantic  County,  N.J. 

No.  MC-113828  (Sub-No.  E24),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  O’BOYLE 
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TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  30006, 
Washington,  D.C.  20014.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  A.  Grimm  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Such 
commodities,  as  are  used  in,  or  inciden¬ 
tal  to,  the  preparation,  packing,  and 
shipment  of  processed  foods,  in  bulk, 
from  points  in  Connecticut,  to  points  in 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Washington,  D.C., 
and  those  points  in  Pennsylvania  on, 
south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
New  Jersey-Pennsylvania  State  line,  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  its 
intersection  with  Interstate  Highway 
276,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  276 
to  Pennsylvania  Highway  422,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  422  to  its 
intersection  with  Pennsylvania  Highway 
322,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  322  to  its  intersection  with  U.S. 
Highway  6,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6  to  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Atlantic  County, 
N.J. 

No.  MC-113828  (Sub-No.  E26),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  O’BOYLE 

TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  30006, 
Washington,  D.C.  20014.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  A.  Grimm  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
concrete  additives,  in  bulk,  from  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey  and 
Pennsylvania.  The  purpose  of  tills  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E648),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foods,  from  Havre  de  Grace, 
Md.,  to  points  in  (1)  that  portion  of  Wis¬ 
consin  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Iowa-Wisconsin  State 
line  and  extending  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  27  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  12, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  10  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  73,  thence  along  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  73  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway 
64,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  64 
to  the  Wisconsin-Michigan  State  line; 
(2)  points  in  that  portion  of  Kansas  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to  Pratt, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  281  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  156,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  156  to  junction  Kansas  High¬ 
way  140,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway 
140  to  Salina,  thence  along  Kansas 
Highway  220  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  70,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  70  to  Junction  City,  thence 
along  Kansas  Highway  18  to  Manhattan, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junc¬ 
tion  Kansas  Highway  99,  thence  along 


Kansas  Highway  99  to  junction  Kansas 
Highway  16,  thence  along  Kansas  High¬ 
way  16  to  junction  Kansas  Highway  116, 
thence  along  Kansas  Highway  116  to 
junction  UJ3.  Highway  59,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  59  to  the  Kansas-Missouri 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Holley,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E651),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foods,  from  Baltimore,  Md., 
to  points  in  Minnesota,  North  Dakota, 
and  South  Dakota.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Holley,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E652),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foods,  from  Baltimore,  Md., 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Kansas  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  83.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Holley,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E653),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foods,  from  Baltimore,  Md., 
to  points  in  that  portion  of  Iowa  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Iowa  Highway  4  to  Esther- 
ville,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  9  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  3,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  3  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
Iowa-South  Dakota  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Holley,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E654),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foods,  from  Havre  de  Grace, 
Md.,  to  points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of 
Michigan  and  points  in  that  portion  of 
the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Michi¬ 
gan  and  extending  along  Michigan  High¬ 
way  46  to  junction  Michigan  Highway 
37,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway  37 
to  junction  Michigan  Highway  57,  thence 
along  Michigan  Highway  57  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  131,  thence  along  U.S. 


Highway  131  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
31,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
Mackinaw  City  and  the  Straits  of  Macki¬ 
nac.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Holley,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E655),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Baltimore,  Md., 
Hampton  and  Richmond,  Va„  to  Silver 
Creek  and  Westfield,  N.Y.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E656),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Baltimore,  Md., 
to  points  in  that  portion  of  Minnesota 
on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Minnesota  Highway  60  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  12,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12 
to  the  Minnesota- Wisconsin  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E657),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Hampton,  Va., 
to  points  in  Cheyenne  County,  Kans.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E658),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Baltimore,  Md., 
to  points  in  Kansas  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  83.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dundee, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E659),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Baltimore,  Md., 
Hampton  and  Richmond,  Va„  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dundee,  N.Y. 
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No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E660) ,  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Huntington, 
W.  Va.,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  to 
Silver  Creek,  N.Y.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Buf¬ 
falo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E662),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Mich¬ 
igan  to  points  in  Massachusetts.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E663),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Mich¬ 
igan  to  points  in  Maine.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E664),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Michigan  to 
points  in  Connecticut.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E674),  filed 
May  21,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Frozen  foods,  from  points  in  New  Jersey 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  and  Okla¬ 
homa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-116016  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  12.  1974.  Applicant:  OLIVER 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
53,  Winchester,  Kentucky  40391.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Ralph  Oliver 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Veneer,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania 
to  points  in  Arkansas.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  in  Bath,  Carter,  Powell,  or 
Rowan  Counties,  Ky.,  and  points  in  Clark 
County,  Ky. 


No.  MC-117344  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed 
May  25,  1974.  Applicant:  THE  MAX¬ 
WELL  CO.,  10380  Evendale  Drive,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio  45215.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  L.  Maxwell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vegetable 
oil  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Gary  and  Hammond,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land.  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Vermont,  West 
Virginia,  that  part  of  Tennessee  on  and 
east  of  Interstate  Highway  65,  that  part 
of  Ohio  on  and  south  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70,  that  part  of  Kentucky  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky - 
Indiana  State  line,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  55  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  127,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  127 
to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line, 
that  part  of  Maine  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Maine-New  Hamp¬ 
shire  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  2  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  Alter¬ 
nate  1,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  Al¬ 
ternate  1  to  junction  Maine  Highway  3, 
thence  along  Maine  Highway  3  to  junc¬ 
tion  Maine  Highway  102,  thence  along 
Maine  Highway  102  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean,  that  part  of  New  York  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
York-Pennsylvania  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  7,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  7  to  the  New  York-Vermont 
State  line,  and  that  part  of  Pennsylvania 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania- West  Virginia  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  522,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  522  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
11,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  the 
Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-117344  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
May  25,  1974.  Applicant:  THE  MAX¬ 
WELL  CO.,  10380  Evandale  Drive,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio  45215.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  L.  Maxwell  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vege¬ 
table  oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Decatur,  Gary,  and  Hammond,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 
and  Rhode  Island.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  and  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-118959  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
May  9,  1974.  Applicant:  JERRY  LIPPS 
INC.,  130  South  Frederick  St.,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
18th  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Paper  and 
paper  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk  and  commodities  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  from  the  plantsites  and 
storage  facilities  utilized  by  Hudson  Pulp 
and  Paper  Corp.,  in  Putnam  County, 
Fla.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Maryland 


on,  east,  and  north  of  the  line  beginning 
at  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  81  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  the  Maryland-Dela- 
ware  State  line,  and  (2)  Materials  used 
in  the  processing  or  manufacturing  of 
paper  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk  and  those  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  special  equipment  and 
handling) ,  from  the  destination  points 
named  in  (1)  above  to  the  plantsites  and 
storage  facilities  of  Hudson  Pulp  and 
Paper  Corp.,  in  Putnam  County,  Fla.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plantsite  of  the  Georgia- 
Pacific  Corporation  at  Reading,  Pa. 

No.  MC-1 19531  (Sub-No.  E163) ,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Glass  containers,  from  Vienna,  W. 
Va.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  DoHon,  HI. 

No.  MC-1 19531  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Metal  containers  and  accessories 
therefor,  when  shipped  with  metal  con¬ 
tainers,  from  the  plant  site  of  the  Liquid  . 
Box  Corporation,  Worthington,  Ohio, 
and  the  plant  site  of  Continental  Can 
Company,  Worthington,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Colorado,  Kansas, 
and  Texas.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC-1 19531  (Sub-No.  E152),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Boxes  (fiberboard  or  pulpboard), 
corrugated  or  other  than  corrugated, 
knocked  down,  from  Anderson,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Tennessee  on,  east, 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Jellico, 
Tenn.,  and  extending  south  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75  to  its  intersection  with 
Interstate  Highway  40,  and  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  40  to  the  Tennessee- 
Arkansas  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-1 19531  (Sub-No.  E153),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Metal  cylindrical  containers,  from 
the  plant  site  of  Container  Corporation 
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of  America  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points  in 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  and  Delaware.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E154),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Metal  cylindrical  containers,  from 
the  plant  site  of  Container  Corporation 
of  America  at  Chicago,  Bl.,  to  points  in 
Virginia  and  West  Virginia,  restricted 
against  movement  of  commodities  in 
bulk  and  those  requiring  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
and  warehouse  sites  of  the  Heekin  Can 
Company  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E155),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Metal  containers  and  covers,  from 
Hoopeston,  Ill.,  to  points  in  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  and  Delaware.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Cleveland,  Ill. 

No.  MC-119531  (Sub-No.  E156),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  5391  Wooster  Road,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45226.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Scrap  paper,  (1)  from  Chattanooga 
and  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  In¬ 
diana  on  and  north  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70,  and  that  part  of  Illinois  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana- 
Illinois  State  line  and  extending  along 
US.  Highway  36  to  Springfield,  HI., 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  125  to  its 
intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the  Ulinois- 
Missouri  State  line;  and  (2)  from  Chat¬ 
tanooga  and  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  to  points 
in  Michigan  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Ludington,  Mich.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  Sagi¬ 
naw,  Mich.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
23  to  Bay  City,  Mich.,  thence  along  the 
shores  of  Saginaw  Bay  and  Lake  Huron 
to  Port  Huron,  Mich.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  (a) 
Noblesville,  Ind.,  for  (1)  above,  and  (b) 
Noblesville,  Ind.,  and  Wabash,  Ind.,  for 
(2)  above. 

No.  MC-123383  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOYLE 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  941  South  2nd  Street, 
Camden,  N.J.  08103.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Boyle  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 


common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Composi¬ 
tion  board,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  installation  of  composition 
board,  from  the  plant  site  of  the  Celotex 
Corp.  at  Deposit,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  Nebraska,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Pittstown,  Pa. 

No.  MC-123383  (Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOYLE 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  941  South  2nd  Street, 
Camden,  N.J.  08103.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Boyle  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plywood, 
hardboard,  and  accessories  used  in  the 
installation  of  plywood  and  hardboard, 
from  Chesapeake  Bay,  to  points  in  Michi¬ 
gan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  the  warehouse  sites 
and  other  facilities  used  by  Evans  Prod¬ 
ucts  Company  at  Baltimore,  Md. 

No.  MC-123383  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOYLE 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  941  South  2nd  Street, 
Camden,  N.J.  08103.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Boyle  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir- 
■  regular  routes,  transporting:  Building 
materials,  and  such  gypsum  products 
(except  fly  ash  and  asphalt,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  or  hopper  vehicles)  as  are  building 
and  roofing  supplies  or  materials,  from 
the  plant  site  of  U.S.  Gypsum  Company 
at  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Wilmington,  Del. 

No.  MC-123383  (Sub-No.  E6),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOYLE 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  941  South  2nd  Street, 
Camden,  N.J.  08103.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative  :  John  J.  Boyle  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Build¬ 
ing  materials,  and  such  gypsum  products  ' 
(except  fly  ash  and  asphalt,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  or  hopper  vehicles)  as  are  building 
supplies  or  materials,  from  the  plant  site 
of  U.S.  Gypsum  Company  at  Baltimore, 
Md.,  to  Newark,  N.J.,  and  points  within 
15  miles  thereof,  and  points  in  that  part 
of  New  York  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  New  York-Vermont  State 
line,  thence  along  New  York  Highway  7 
to  Binghampton,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  11,  to  the  New  York-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line,  and  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut;  and  (2)  Building  materials  (except 
structural  steel) ,  from  the  plant  site  of 
U.S.  Gypsum  Company  at  Baltimore, 
Md.,  to  points  in  Massachusetts  and 
Rhode  Island.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Wilming¬ 
ton,  Del.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Jersey 
City,  N.J. 

No.  MC-123383  fSub-No.  E10),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOYLE 

BROS.,  INC.,  941  South  2nd  Street,  Cam¬ 
den,  N.J.  08103.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  J.  Boyle  (same  as  above). 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  by  wholesale 
and  retail  hardware  stores  when  moving 
from,  to,  or  between  the  warehouses,  re¬ 
tail  stores,  or  any  other  facilities  of  pro¬ 
ducers  or  distributors  of  such  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  iron  and  steel  products  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
that  part  of  New  Jersey  south  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  points  in  Connect!-  ' 
cut.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Roseland,  N.J. 

No.  MC-123383  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  BOYLE  BROS., 
INC.,  941  South  2nd  Street,  Camden, 
N.J.  08103.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  J.  Boyle  (same  as  above.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  wholesale  and  retail  hard¬ 
ware  stores  when  moving  from,  to,  or 
between  the  warehouses,  retail  stores,  or 
any  other  facilities  of  producers  or  dis¬ 
tributors  of  such  commodities  (except 
iron  and  steel  products  and  commodities 
In  bulk),  from  points  in  that  part  of 
New  York  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  New  York-Massachu- 
setts  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20  to  junction  New  York  Highway 
30,  thence  along  New  York  Highway  30 
to  Junction  New  York  Highway  17, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  17  to 
Hancock,  thence  along  unnumbered 
highway  to  the  New  York -Pennsylvania 
State  line,  to  points  in  that  part  of  New 
Jersey  south  of  Interstate  Highway  80. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Roseland,  N.J. 

No.  MC-138960  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  KOBROS 

TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  169,  Columbus,  Ohio  43216.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Kon- 
char  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  food  business  houses  and,  in 
connection  therewith,  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials,  and  supplies  used  in  the  conduct 
of  such  business,  when  moving  from,  to, 
or  between  wholesale  food  business  house 
outlets,  or  other  facilities  of  such  estab¬ 
lishments,  between  points  in  Ohio,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Arkansas  and  Louisiana,  points  in  that 
part  of  Mississippi  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
45,  points  in  that  part  of  Kentucky  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  41,  and  points 
in  that  part  of  Tennessee  west  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  13.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Evansville,  Ind. 

No.  MC-138960  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant: KOBROS 

TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  169,  Columbus,  Ohio  43216.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Kon- 
char  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
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wholesale  food  business  houses  and,  in 
connection  therewith,  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials,  and  supplies  used  in  the  conduct 
of  such  business,  when  moving  from,  to, 
or  between  wholesale  food  business  house 
outlets,  or  other  facilities  of  such  estab¬ 
lishments,  between  points  in  that  part  of 
Ohio  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  22  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  23,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  23 
to  the  Ohio-Kentucky  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Alabama  on  and  west  of 
US.  Highway  65. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L  .  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-18478  Piled  8-13-74;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  65] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

August  9,  1974. 

The  following  publications  (except  as 
otherwise  specifically  noted,  each  appli¬ 
cant  (on  applications  filed  after 
March  27,  1972)  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application),  are  governed 
by  the  new  Special  Rule  1100.247  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  Decem¬ 
ber  3,  1963,  which  became  effective  Jan¬ 
uary  1, 1964. 

Special  notice:  The  publications  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  reflect  the  scope  of  the 
applications  as  filed  by  applicant,  and 
may  include  descriptions,  restrictions,  or 
limitations  which  are  not  in  a  form  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  Commission.  Authority 
which  ultimately  may  be  granted  as  a 
result  of  the  applications  here  noticed 
will  not  necessarily  reflect  the  phraseol¬ 
ogy  set  forth  in  the  application  as  filed, 
but  also  will  eliminate  any  restrictions 
which  are  not  acceptable  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Pro  perty 

No.  MC-27817  (Sub-No.  107)  (Repub¬ 
lication)  filed  May  7,  1973,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
June  28,  1973,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  H.  C.  GABLER,  INC.,  Rural 
Delivery  No.  3,  Chambersburg,  Pa.  17201. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Christian  V. 
Graf,  407  North  Front  Street,  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.  17101.  An  Order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Review  Board  Number  3,  dated 
July  19,  1974,  and  served  July  30,  1974, 
finds  that  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  operation  by  applicant, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  (1)  of  foodstuffs  and 
canning  materials  and  supplies  (except 
liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper  vehi¬ 
cles,  but  including  cider,  vinegar, 
molasses,  and  petroleum  products),  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  Duffy-Mott  Co., 
Inc.,  at  Williamson,  Hamlin,  and  Holley, 


N.Y.,  and  Aspers,  Pa.,  and  (2)  of  empty 
metal  containers  from  Freeport,  N.Y.,  to 
the  facilities  of  Duffy-Mott  Co.,  Inc.,  at 
Aspers,  Pa.,  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  Shipments 
between  the  points  specified;  that  appli¬ 
cant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to 
perform  such  service  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder.  Because  it  is 
possible  that  other  parties  who  have  re¬ 
lied  upon  the  notice  of  the  application 
as  published,  may  have  an  interest  in 
and  would  be  prejudiced  by  the  lack  of 
proper  notice  of  the  authority  described 
above,  issuance  of  a  certificate  in  this 
proceeding  will  be  withheld  for  a  period 
of  30  days  from  the  date  of  this  publica¬ 
tion  of  the  authority  actually  granted, 
during  which  period  any  proper  party  in 
interest  may  file  an  appropriate  petition 
for  intervention  or  other  relief  in  this 
proceeding  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
precise  manner  in  which  it  has  been  so 
prejudiced. 

No.  MC-102298  (Notice  of  filing  of 
petition  to  amend  the  commodity  de¬ 
scription)  filed  July  18,  1974.  Petitioner: 
STAR  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  669, 
Pacific  Grove,  Calif.  93950.  Petitioner’s 
representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711 
Washington  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor  common 
carrier  certificate  in  No.  MC-102298, 
issued  April  12,  1974,  authorizing,  as 
pertinent,  transportation,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  Emigrant  moveables,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  on  and  south 
of  Iowa  Highway  150  from  Davenport  to 
Cedar  Rapids,  on  and  south  of  Iowa 
Highway  64  from  Cedar  Rapids  to  the 
western  boundary  of  Dallas  County,  and 
east  of  the  western  boundaries  of  Dallas, 
Madison,  Union,  and  Ringgold  Counties, 
Iowa,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
Illinois,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  South 
Dakota.  By  the  instant  petition,  peti¬ 
tioner  seeks  to  amend  the  commodity 
description  to  read:  “Household  goods”, 
in  lieu  of  “Emigrant  moveables”.  Any 
interested  person  or  persons  desiring  to 
participate  may  file  an  original  and  six 
copies  of  his  written  representations, 
views,  or  arguments  in  support  of  or 
against  the  petition  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

No.  MC-1 14608  (Sub-No.  27)  (Partial 
correction  of  a  notice  of  filing  of  petition 
to  extend  territorial  description),  filed 
June  27,  1974,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  August  8,  1974,  and  re¬ 
published,  as  corrected  in  part,  this  issue. 
Petitioner:  CAPITAL  EXPRESS,  INC., 
1239  Randolph  SW.,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
49507.  Petitioner’s  representative:  J.  M. 
VanDaalen  (same  address  as  Petitioner). 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  partial  repub- 
Ucatlon  Is  to  correctly  state  the  petitioner 
holds  a  motor  contract  carrier  permit  No. 
MC-1 14608  (Sub-No.  27),  which  was  pre¬ 
viously  published  In  error.  The  rest  of  the 
notice  remains  as  originally  published.  Any 
interested  person  or  persons  desiring  to  par¬ 
ticipate  may  file  an  original  and  six  copies  of 


his  written  representations,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  in  support  of  or  against  the  petition 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
In  the  Federal  Register. 

No.  MC  127299  (Notice  of  filing  of  peti¬ 
tion  to  modify  permit)  filed  July  16, 1974. 
Petitioner:  PENNY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  718 
W.  Birchtree  Lane,  Claymont,  Del.  19703. 
Petitioner’s  representative:  Jean  Mark, 
1828  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Petitioner  presently  holds  a  motor 
contract  carrier  permit  in  No.  MC  127299 
issued  July  22,  1969,  authorizing  trans¬ 
portation,  over  irregular  routes,  of  (1) 
New  furniture  and  new  household  and 
office  furnishings,  from  the  sites  of  stores 
and  warehouses  of  W.  T.  Grant  Company, 

J.  C.  Penny  Company,  Inc.  and  Cherry’s 
Inc.,  at  Wilmington  and  New  Castle, 
Del.,  and  in  Philadelphia,  Delaware, 
and  Montgomery  Counties,  Pa.,  to  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  and  points  in  Kent  and  New 
Castle  Counties,  Del.,  Harford  and  Cecil 
Counties,  Md.,  Montgomery,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Delaware,  Bucks,  Lancaster, 
Chester,  Dauphin,  Berks,  Northampton, 
and  Lehigh  Counties,  Pa.,  and  Camden, 
Burlington,  Gloucester,  Salem,  Middle¬ 
sex,  Atlantic,  Ocean,  and  Mercer  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.J.;  and  (2)  returned  shipments, 
from  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  points  in  Kent 
and  New  Castle  Counties,  Del.,  Har¬ 
ford  and  Cecil  Counties,  Md.,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Philadelphia,  Delaware,  Bucks, 
Lancaster,  Chester,  Dauphin,  Berks, 
Northampton,  and  Lehigh  Counties,  Pa., 
and  Camden,  Burlington,  Gloucester, 
Salem,  Middlesex,  Atlantic,  Ocean,  and 
Mercer  Counties,  N.J.,  to  the  sites  of 
stores  and  warehouses  of  W.  T.  Grant 
Company,  J.  C.  Penny  Company,  Inc., 
and  Cherry’s  Inc.,  at  Wilmington  and 
New  Castle,  Del.,  and  in  Philadelphia, 
Delaware,  and  Montgomery  Counties, 
Pa.;  (1)  and  (2)  above,  under  continuing 
contract  or  contracts,  with  Cherry’s  Inc. 
of  Wilmington,  Del.,  W.  T.  Grant  Co., 
and  J.  C.  Penny  Company,  Inc.  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  mod¬ 
ify  the  permit  to  read  “(1)  New  furniture 
and  new  household  and  office  furnish¬ 
ings,  from  the  sites  of  stores  and  ware¬ 
houses  of  S.  S.  Fretz,  Jr.,  Inc.,  J.  C.  Penny 
Company,  Inc.,  and  Cherry’s  Inc.,  at  Wil¬ 
mington  and  New  Castle,  Del.,  and  in 
Philadelphia,  Delaware,  and  Montgomery 
Counties,  Pa.,  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  and 
points  in  Kent  and  New  Castle  Counties, 
Del.,  Harford  and  Cecil  Comities,  Md., 
Montgomery,  Philadelphia,  Delaware, 
Bucks,  Lancaster,  Chester,  Dauphin, 
Berks,  Northampton,  and  Lehigh  Coun¬ 
ties,  Pa.,  and  Camden,  Burlington, 
Gloucester,  Salem,  Middlesex,  Atlantic, 
Ocean,  and  Mercer  Counties,  N.J.;  and 
(2)  returned  shipments,  from  Baltimore, 
Md.,  and  points  in  Kent  and  New  Castle 
Del.,  Harford  and  Cecil  Counties,  Md., 
Montgomery,  Philadelphia,  Delaware, 
Bucks,  Lancaster,  Chester,  Dauphin, 
Berks,  Northampton,  and  Lehigh  Coun¬ 
ties  Pa.,  and  Camden,  Burlington, 
Gloucester,  Salem,  Middlesex,  Atlantic, 
Ocean,  and  Mercer  Counties,  N.J.  to  the 
sites  of  stores  and  warehouses  of  S.  S. 
Fretz  Jr.,  Inc.,  J.  C.  Penny  Company,  Inc., 
and  Cherry’s  Inc.,  at  Wilmington  and 
New  Castle,  Del.,  and  in  Philadelphia, 
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Delaware  and  Montgomery  Counties, 
Pa.;  (1)  and  (2)  above,  under  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts  with  Cherry’s  Inc., 
of  Wilmington,  Del..  S.  S.  Fretz,  Jr.,  Inc., 
and  J.  C.  Penny  Company,  Inc.”  Any 
interested  person  or  persons  desiring  to 
participate  may  file  an  original  and  six 
copies  of  his  written  representations, 
views,  or  arguments  in  support  of  or 
against  the  petition  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

No.  MC  127999  (Sub-No.  1)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  substitute  a  contract¬ 
ing  shipper),  filed  July  29,  1974.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  DUN-RITE  TRUCKING  SERV¬ 
ICE,  INC.,  Ill  South  Kensico  Avenue, 
White  Plains,  N.Y.  10601.  Petitioner’s 
representative:  Arthur  J.  Piken,  One 
Lefrak  City  Plaza,  Flushing,  N.Y. 
11368.  Petitioner  presently  holds  a  mo¬ 
tor  contract  carrier  permit  in  No.  MC 
127999  (Sub-No.  1),  issued  March  26, 
1968,  authorizing,  as  pertinent,  trans¬ 
portation,  over  irregular  routes,  of  New 
Furniture ,  (1)  between  New  Rochelle, 
White  Plains,  Forest  Hills,  and  the  Bor¬ 
oughs  of  Bronx  and  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  and 
Paramus,  N.J.;  and  (2),  between  New 
Rochelle,  White  Plains,  Forest  Hills,  and 
the  Boroughs  of  Bronx  and  Brooklyn, 
N.Y.,  and  Paramus,  N.J„  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
Jersey  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Atlantic  City,  N.J.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  UJ5.  Highway  206  to  Tren¬ 
ton,  New  Jersey;  (1)  and  (2)  above, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Mallary,  Inc.,  of  New  Rochelle, 
N.Y.  By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  substitute  Klein  Sleep  Products, 
Inc.,  of  White  Plains,  N.Y.,  as  a  contract¬ 
ing  shipper,  in  lieu  of  Mallary,  Inc.,  of 
New  Rochelle,  N.Y.  Any  interested  person 
or  persons  desiring  to  participate  may 
file  an  original  and  six  copies  of  his  writ¬ 
ten  representations,  views,  or  arguments 
in  support  of  or  against  the  petition 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register. 

No.  MC-133488  (Notice  of  filing  of  pe¬ 
tition  to  modify  permit)  filed  July  26, 
1974.  Petitioner:  EMPRISE  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  140  Federal  Street,  Boston, 
Mass.  02110.  Petitioner’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLach- 
len  Bank  Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  Street, 
NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Peti¬ 
tioner  presently  holds  a  motor  con¬ 
tract  carrier  permit  in  No.  MC  133488, 
issued  December  3,  1973,  authorizing 
transportation  over  irregular  routes,  of 
•A)  (1)  Steel  articles,  aluminum  articles, 
and  parts  and  accessories  used  in  the  in¬ 
stallation  thereof,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Roll  Form  Products,  Inc.,  at  Malvern, 
Pa.,  the  plantsite  of  Roll  Form  Products, 
Inc.  of  North  Carolina,  at  North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  Port  near  Wilmington,  N.C., 
and  the  plantsite  of  Roll  Form  Products 
of  New  England,  Inc.,  at  Hingham,  Mass., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 


sissippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia:  and  (2)  Materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  In  the  manufacture  or 
distribution  of  the  commodities  described 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  the  above-described  destination 
States  to  the  said  plantsites  at  Malvern, 
Pa.,  North  Carolina  State  Port  near 
Wilmington,  N.C.,  and  Hingham,  Mass.; 
(A)  above,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Roll  Form  Products, 
Inc.,  Roll  Form  Products,  Inc.  of  North 
Carolina  and  Roll  Form  Products  of 
New  England,  Inc.;  (B)  (1)  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  and  aluminum  articles  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  installation  or 
distribution  of  the  commodities  described 
in  (1)  above  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  (a)  Between  the  facilities  utilized 
by  Roll  Form  Products,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Gloucester  City,  N.J.,  Malvern,  Pa.,  and 
East  Chicago,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (b) 
Between  the  facilities  utilized  by  Roll 
Form  Products,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Tampa, 
Fla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
Iow'a,  and  Minnesota:  (B)  above,  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Roll  Form  Products,  Inc.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
permit  to  read:  “(A)(1)  Steel  articles, 
aluminum  articles,  and  parts  and  acces¬ 
sories  used  in  the  installation  thereof, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Roll  Form  Products, 
Inc.,  and  Studco  Corporation,  at  Mal¬ 
vern,  Pa.,  the  plantsite  of  Roll  Form 
Products,  Inc.,  of  North  Carolina,  and 
Studco  Corporation  at  North  Carolina 
State  Port  near  Wilmington,  N.C.,  and 
the  plantsite  of  Roll  Form  Products  of 
New  England,  Inc.,  and  Studco  Corpo¬ 
ration  at  Hingham,  Mass.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida.  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  (2) 
Materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  or  distribution  of 
the  commodities  described  above  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),  from  points 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the 
above-described  destination  States  to  the 
said  plantsites  at  Malvern,  Pa.,  North 
Carolina  State  Port  near  Wilmington, 
N.C.,  and  Hingham,  Mass.;  and  (B)(1) 
Iron  and  steel  articles,  and  aluminum  ar¬ 
ticles,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  instal¬ 
lation  or  distribution  of  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above  (except  commodi¬ 


ties  In  bulk),  (a)  between  the  facilities 
utilized  by  Roll  Form  Products,  Inc.,  and 
Studco  Corporation,  at  or  near  Glouces¬ 
ter  City,  N.J.,  Malvern,  Pa.,  and  East 
Chicago,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (b) 
between  the  facilities  utilized  by  Roll 
Form  Products,  Inc.,  and  Studco  Corpo¬ 
ration  at  or  near  Tampa,  Fla.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  Texas, 
Oklahoma,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Kansas,  and 
Minnesota;  in  (A)  and  (B)  above,  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Roll  Form  Products,  Inc.,  and  Studco 
Corporation.”  Any  Interested  person  or 
persons  desiring  to  participate  may  file 
an  original  and  six  copies  of  his  written 
representations,  views,  or  arguments  in 
support  of  or  against  the  petition  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  21)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  July  2,  1974.  Petitioner:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
3496,  5  West  Mendota  Road,  West  Saint 
Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Petitioner’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Anthony  C.  Vance,  Suite  501, 
1111  E  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20004.  Petitioner  presently  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier  certificate  in  No.  MC 
134477  (Sub-No.  21),  issued  March  14, 
1974,  authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  which  are  at  the  time  mov¬ 
ing  on  bills  of  lading  of  freight  forward¬ 
ers  under  Part  IV  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  from  the  facilities  of  ABC 
Freight  Forwarding  Corporation  and 
Midland  Corporation,  Inc.,  at  East  Hart¬ 
ford  and  Stratford,  Conn.,  Boston,  Mass., 
Elizabeth,  NJ.,  and  New  York,  N.Y.,  to 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the  certifi¬ 
cate  to  read:  “From  the  facilities  of 
Central  States  Forwarding  Corporation, 
Master  Forwarding  Corporation,  and 
National  Carloading  Corporation  and  its 
division,  ABC-Trans  National  Transport, 
at  East  Hartford  and  Stratford,  Conn., 
Boston,  Mass.,  Elizabeth,  N.J.,  and  New 
York,  N.Y.,  to  St.  Paul,  Minn.”  Any  in¬ 
terested  person  or  persons  desiring  to 
participate  may  file  any  original  and 
six  copies  of  his  written  representations, 
views  or  arguments  in  support  of  or 
against  the  petition  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

No.  MC  136381  (Sub-No.  1)  (Partial 
correction  of  a  notice  of  filing  of  petition 
to  modify  a  commodity  description)  filed 
July  18,  1974,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  July  31,  1974,  and  re¬ 
published,  as  corrected  in  part,  this  issue. 
Petitioner:  BRITISH  PACIFIC  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  LTD.,  60  Braid  Street,  New  West¬ 
minster,  British  Columbia,  Canada,  Pe¬ 
titioner’s  representative:  George  R.  Ia- 
Bissoniere,  130  Andover  Park  East,  Suite 
101,  Seattle,  Wash.  98181. 
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Not*. — The  purpose  of  this  partial  reptxb- 
licatlon  la  to  correct  the  Certlcate  No.  MC 
136381  (Sub-No.  1)  In  lieu  of  MC  136831 
(Sub-No.  1).  The  rest  of  the  notice  remains 
as  originally  published.  Any  Interested  per¬ 
son  or  persons  desiring  to  participate  may 
Gle  an  original  and  six  copies  of  his  written 
representations,  views  or  arguments  In  sup¬ 
port  of  or  against  the  petition  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  In  the 
Federal  Register. 

No.  MC  136757  (Notice  of  filing  of  peti¬ 
tion  to  modify  the  commodity  descrip¬ 
tion),  filed  July  26,  1974.  Petitioner: 
INTERSTATE  ROAD  RUNNER,  INC., 
74-16  Grand  Avenue,  Maspeth,  N.Y. 
11378.  Petitioner’s  representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Building,  666  11th  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20001.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
contract  carrier  permit  No.  MC-136757, 
Issued  April  26,  1974,  authorizing  trans¬ 
portation  over  irregular  routes,  of  (1) 
Steel  tubing,  electrical  fittings,  electrical 
conduit,  microphone  stands,  pipe  and 
fittings,  lamp  and  lighting  fixture,  parts 
and  accessories,  and  furniture  parts  and 
furniture  accessories,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution,  and  sale 
of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  between  Maspeth, 
N.Y„  Metuchen,  N.J.,  and  Chicago,  HI., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  In  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts  with  Berger  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  of  Maspeth,  N.Y.,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Berger 
Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Maspeth,  N.Y., 
Metuchen,  N.J.,  and  Chicago,  HI.  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
modify  its  commodity  description  to 
read:  “(1)  Steel  tubing,  electrical 
fittings,  electrical  conduits,  microphone 
stands,  pipe  and  fittings,  lamp  and  light¬ 
ing  fixtures,  parts  and  accessories,  and 
furniture  parts  and  accessories,  and  bicy¬ 
cles,  and  parts  and  accessories  therefor, 
(2)  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture,  distribution, 
and  sale  of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  ”.  Any  In¬ 
terested  person  or  persons  desiring  to 
participate  may  file  an  original  and  six 
copies  of  his  written  representations, 
views,  or  arguments  in  support  of  or 
against  the  petition  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

No.  MC  139533  (Notice  of  filing  of  peti¬ 
tion  to  remove  a  restriction) ,  filed 
July  23,  1974.  Petitioner:  ALEX  K. 
SCHERER,  22  Oak  Lane,  Ottawa,  HI. 
61350.  Petitioner’s  representative:  Alex 
K.  Scherer  (same  address  as  petitioner) . 
Petitioner  presently  holds  motor  common 
carrier  authority  in  No.  MC  139533,  as 
authorized  by  transfer  in  MC-FC-74939, 
approved  February  22,  1974  and  con¬ 
summated  April  9,  1974,  authorizing  as 
pertinent,  transportation  over  Irregular 
routes,  of  (1)  Brick,  clay  products,  silica 
sand,  and  glass  and  glass  products,  from 
points  in  La  Salle  County,  HI.,  to  Daven¬ 
port,  Iowa,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Wisconsin  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 


18;  and  (2)  Sand,  from  points  In  La  Salle 
County,  HI.,  to  points  In  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  sand.  In 
containers,  from  points  In  La  Salle 
County,  HI.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin,  Min¬ 
nesota,  and  those  points  in  that  part  of 
Missouri  on  and  west  of  UJS.  Highway  65. 
By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  remove  the  restriction  as  stated  above. 
Any  interested  person  or  persons  desiring 
to  participate  may  file  an  original  and  six 
copies  of  his  written  representations, 
views  or  arguments  in  support  of  or 
against  the  petition  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a(b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  Special  Rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carriers 
of  property  or  passengers  under  Sections 
5(a)  and  210a(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  certain  other  proceedings 
with  respect  thereto.  (49  C.F.R.  1.240). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  Or  PROPERTY 

Applications  tor  Certificates  or  Per¬ 
mits  Which  Are  To  Be  Processed 

Concurrently  With  Applications 

Under  Section  5  Governed  by  Special 

Rule  240  to  the  Extent  Applicable 

No.  MC-52709  (Sub-No.  326),  filed 
May  31,  1974.  Applicant:  RINGSBY 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  5773  South  Prince 
Street,  Littleton,  Colo.  80102.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Alvin  J.  Meiklejohn,  Jr., 
Suite  1600  Lincoln  Center,  1660  Lincoln 
Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80203.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Regular  routes:  General 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  livestock,  uncrated  used  house¬ 
hold  goods  and  office  furniture,  and  ar¬ 
ticles  too  large  to  load  on  enclosed  trucks 
or  trailers) ,  From  Los  Angeles  over  U.S. 
Highway  66  to  Bars  tow,  Calif.;  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  91  to  Spanish  Fork, 
Utah,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  50 
to  Grand  Junction;  and  crated  household 
goods,  butter,  and  returned  empty  wine 
containers,  From  Grand  Junction,  Colo., 
to  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  From  Grand  Junction 
over  the  above-specified  route  to  Los  An¬ 
geles.  Restriction:  The  service  authorized 
above  is  subject  to  the  condition  that 
said  carrier  shall  not  also  operate  as  a 
private  carrier  of  property  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
between  Grand  Junction,  Colo.,  and  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  livestock,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment  other  than  refrigerated  equip¬ 
ment),  From  Grand  Junction,  Colo.,  to 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points:  From  Grand  Junction  over 
the  above-specified  route  to  Los  Angeles, 
and  return  over  the  same  route  with  no 
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transportation  for  compensation  except 
as  otherwise  authorized. 

Regular  routes:  General  commodities, 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives  other  than  small  arms 
ammunition,  household  goods,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  livestock,  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  between  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  and  San  Bernardino,  Calif.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  Intermediate  points;  and  off-route 
points  within  25  miles  of  Los  Angeles: 
From  Los  Angeles  over  U.S.  Highway  99 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  91  at  or  near 
Colton,  Calif.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
91  to  San  Bernardino,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  Between  Los  Angeles 
Calif.,  and  Pomona,  Calif.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  and  off -route  points 
within  25  miles  of  Lo6  Angeles:  From  Los 
Angeles  over  Valley  Boulevard  to 
Pomona,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
Between  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and  Long 
Beach,  Calif.,  serving  all  Intermediate 
points;  and  off -route  points  within  25 
miles  of  Los  Angeles,  and  Long  Beach; 
From  Los  Angeles  over  U.S.  Highway  6 
to  junction  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  101, 
thence  over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  101 
to  Long  Beach,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Between  Long  Beach,  Calif.,  and 
Colton,  Calif.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  and  off-route  points  within  25 
miles  of  Long  Beach:  From  Long  Beach 
over  U.S.  Highway  91  to  Colton,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route.  Between  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  99  and  unnumbered 
highway  (approximately  3  miles  west  of 
Colton,  Calif.),  and  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  91  and  unnumbered  highway  north 
of  San  Bernardino,  Calif.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points:  From  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  99  and  unnumbered  highway 
(approximately  3  miles  west  of  Colton) 
over  said  unnumbered  highway  via 
Rialto,  Calif.,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
91  (north  of  San  Bernardino)  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

Regular  routes:  General  Commodities 
(except  explosives  and  wool),  between 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and  junction  U.S. 
Highway  6  and  Nevada  Highway  47,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points;  and  the  off- 
route  points  of  Monolith,  Randsburg,  and 
Atolia,  Calif.,  and  points  within  30  miles 
of  First  and  Main  Streets,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.:  From  Los  Angeles  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6  to  junction  Nevada  Highway  47, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  General 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  livestock,  wool,  and  petroleum 
products  in  tank  trucks) .  From  Tonopah, 
Nev.,  to  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  serving  all 
Intermediate  points  on  the  authorized 
portion  of  U.S.  Highway  6  (except  Ely, 
Nev.),  and  the  off-route  points  within 
five  miles  of  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  and 
serving  Tonopah  for  joinder  purposes 
only:  From  Tonopah  over  U.S.  Highway 
6  to  Ely,  Nev.,  and  thence  over  Alternate 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  Salt  Lake  City,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment 
other  than  refrigeration) ,  between  Reno, 
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Nev.,  and  Tonopah,  Nev.,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points  (except  points  between 
Reno  and  Hawthorne,  Nev.) ,  and  serving 
those  points  east  of  Hawthorne  including 
Tonopah  for  joinder  purposes  only:  Prom 
Reno  over  U.S.  Highway  40,  or  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  junction  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  95,  thence  over  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  95  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  95, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  95  to  Tonopah, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  and  those  in¬ 
jurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing),  between  Tonopah,  Nev„  and  Las 
Vegas,  Nev.,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  Tonopah  for  joinder 
purposes  only:  Prom  Tonopah  over  U.S. 
Highway  95  to  Las  Vegas,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  between 
Lathrop  Wells,  Nev.,  and  Las  Vegas,  Nev., 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  but  serv¬ 
ing  the  off-route  point  of  the  site  of  the 
United  States  Atomic  Energy  Project, 
near  Indian  Springs,  Nev.,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  originat¬ 
ing  at  or  destined  to  said  off -route  point: 
From  Lathrop  Wells  over  U.S.  Highway 
95  to  Las  Vegas,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Restriction:  The  authority  granted 
herein  to  the  extent  it  authorizes  the 
transportation  of  Dangerous  Explosives 
is  limited  in  point  of  time  to  a  period 
expiring  December  24,  1978.  Explosives, 
between  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and  Silver- 
peak,  Nev.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  the  off-route  points  within 
30  miles  of  First  and  Main  Streets,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  and  all  off-route  points 
in  Nevada  within  80  miles  of  Silverpeak, 
Nev.,  and  the  off -route  points  of  Mono¬ 
lith,  Randsburg,  Atolia,  Muroc  Army  Air 
Field  and  Flight  Test  Station,  located 
approximately  20  miles  from  Mojave, 
Seal  Beach,  Port  Hueneme,  Point  Magu, 
located  approximately  five  miles  from 
Port  Hueneme,  and  the  U.S.  Naval  Test¬ 
ing  Station  located  approximately  eight 
miles  from  Inyokem,  Calif.:  From  Los 
Angeles  over  U.S.  Highway  6  via  Mojave, 
Calif.,  to  Blair  Junction,  Nev.,  and  thence 
over  Nevada  Highway  47  to  Silverpeak 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  Between 
Mojave,  Calif.,  and  Beatty,  Nev.,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  but  serving  the 
off -route  points  in  Nevada  within  80 
miles  of  Silverpeak,  Nev.:  From  Mojave 
over  U.S.  Highway  466  via  Barstow,  Calif., 
to  Baker,  Calif.,  thence  over  California 
Highway  127  to  the  Califomia-Nevada 
State  line,  thence  over  Nevada  Highway 
29  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  95,  and 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  95  to  Beatty, 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

From  Tonopah,  Nev.,  to  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  in  Nevada:  From  Tonopah  over 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  Ely,  Nev.,  and  thence 
over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  50  to  Salt 
Lake  City,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  except  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized.  Between  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and 


Barstow,  Calif.,  as  alternate  routes  for 
operating  convenience  only,  serving  no 
intermediate  points:  From  Los  Angeles 
over  U.S.  Highway  66  to  Barstow,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  From  Los 
Angeles  over  U.S.  Highway  99  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  395,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  395  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
66,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
Barstow,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Alternate  routes  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
wool,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  and  San 
Bernardino,  Calif.,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  point  of  Barstow,  Calif.,  and 
with  service  at  Barstow  and  San  Ber¬ 
nardino,  Calif.,  for  the  purpose  of  joinder 
only:  From  Salt  Lake  City  over  U.S. 
Highway  91  through  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  to 
Barstow,  Calif.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66  to  San  Bernardino,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
livestock,  wool,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment) ,  between  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
and  San  Bernardino,  Calif.,  serving  no 
intermediate  points:  From  Los  Angeles 
over  U.S.  Highway  99  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  91,  and  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  91  to  San  Bernardino,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Basalt,  Nev.,  and  junction  Ne¬ 
vada  Highway  10  and  U.S.  Highway  96 
(near  Mina,  Nev.),  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  From  Basalt  over 
Nevada  Highway  10  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  95,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  General  commodities  (except  wool, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
junction  U.S.  Highways  395  and  6,  at  or 
near  Bishop,  Calif.,  and  Reno,  Nev.,  serv¬ 
ing  no  Intermediate  points:  From  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highways  395  and  6  over  U.S. 
Highway  395  to  Reno,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

Regular  routes:  General  Commodities, 
From  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  to  Tonopah, 
Nev.,  serving  the  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  of  Currant,  Lockes,  and 
Hot  Creek,  Nev.,  and  points  within  five 
miles  of  each,  for  delivery  only,  and 
serving  Tonopah  for  joinder  purposes 
only:  From  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  over 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  50  (or  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80  to  Wendover,  Utah, 
thence  over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  50) 
to  Ely,  Nev.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  6 
to  Tonopah,  Nev.  Regular  routes: 
Classes  A  and  B  Explosives,  between  Las 
Vegas,  Nev.,  and  Tonopah,  Nev.,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  but  serving  the 
off-route  point  of  the  site  of  Tonopah 
Ballistics  Range,  Tonopah  Nev.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  or  destined  to  said 
off-route  point:  From  Las  Vegas  over 
U.S.  Highway  95  to  Tonopah,  and  return 


over  the  same  route.  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  herein  to  the  extent  it 
authorizes  the  transportation  of  Danger¬ 
ous  Explosives  is  limited  in  point  of  time 
to  a  period  expiring  with  April  4,  1974. 
General  Commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
Denver,  Colo.,  and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  as 
an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
regular  route  operation  between  Denver 
and  Los  Angeles,  serving  no  intermediate 
points:  From  Denver  over  Interstate 
Highway  25  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
160  at  or  near  Walsenburg,  Colo.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  160  to  junction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  159  at  or  near  Fort  Gar¬ 
land,  Colo,  thence  over  Colorado  High¬ 
way  159  to  the  Colorado-New  Mexico 
State  line,  thence  over  New  Mexico 
Highway  3  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
64  at  or  near  Taos,  N.  Mex.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  64  to  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex., 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  25  (and, 
pending  completion  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  25,  over  U.S.  Highway  85  and  New 
Mexico  Highway  422),  to  Albuquerque, 
N.  Mex,.  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
40  (and  pending  completion  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40,  over  U.S.  Highway  66) 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  89  near  Ash 
Fork,  Ariz.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  89 
to  junction  Arizona  Highway  71  at  or 
near  Congress,  Ariz.,  thence  Arizona 
Highway  71  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60 
at  or  near  Aguila,  Ariz.,  thence  over  U.S, 
Highway  60  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  10  near  Quartzsite,  Ariz.,  and 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  10  to 
Los  Angeles,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

Alternate  route  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only:  General  Commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) , 
between  Denver,  Colo.,  and  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular-route  operations  be¬ 
tween  Denver,  Colo.,  and  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  serving  no  intermediate  points: 
From  Denver  over  U.S.  Highway  285  to 
junction  Colorado  Highway  112  near 
Center,  Colo.,  thence  over  Colorado  High¬ 
way  112  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  160 
at  or  near  Del  Norte,  Colo.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  160  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  666  at  or  near  Cortez,  Colo.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  666  to  junction  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  40,  approximately  six 
miles  north  of  the  New  Mexico-Colorado 
State  line,  thence  over  Colorado  Highway 
40  to  the  Colorado-New  Mexico  State 
line,  thence  over  New  Mexico  Highway 
364  to  the  New  Mexico-Arizona  State 
line,  thence  over  Arizona  Highway  364 
to  junction  Arizona  Highway  64  at  or 
near  Carrizo,  Ariz.,  thence  over  Arizona 
Highway  64  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
89  approximately  11  miles  west  of  Tuba 
City,  Ariz.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  89 
to  junction  Arizona  Highway  71  at  or 
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near  Congress,  Ariz.,  thence  over  Ari¬ 
zona  Highway  71  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60  at  or  near  Agulla,  Ariz.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  10  near  Quartzsite,  Ariz., 
and  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  10 
to  Los  Angeles,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Restriction:  The  authority  granted 
herein  and  carrier’s  existing  authority 
between  the  Involved  termini  shall  be 
construed  as  comprising  only  a  single  op¬ 
erating  right,  not  severable  by  sale  or 
otherwise.  Regular  routes:  General  Com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
commodities  In  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment  other  than  refriger¬ 
ated  equipment) ,  serving  Las  Vegas, 
Nev.,  as  an  Intermediate  point  In  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  regular  route  op¬ 
erations  between  Grand  Junction,  Colo., 
and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  Restriction:  The 
service  authorized  under  the  commodity 
description  next  above  Is  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  traffic  (a) 
originating  at  points  In  California  on  the 
one  hand,  and  destined  on  the  other  to 
Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  and  (b)  originating  at 
Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  on  the  one  hand  and 
destined  on  the  other  to  points  In 
California. 

Regular  routes :  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives  and  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  between  Grand  Junction, 
Colo.,  and  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  serving  no 
Intermediate  points :  Prom  Grand  Junc¬ 
tion  over  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction 
Utah  Highway  24,  thence  over  Utah 
Highway  24  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway,  thence  over  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  to  junction  Utah  Highway  62,  thence 
over  Utah  Highway  62  to  junction  Utah 
Highway  22,  thence  over  Utah  Highway 
22  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  89,  thence 
over  U5.  Highway  89  to  junction  Utah 
Highway  20,  thence  over  Utah  Highway 
20  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  91,  and 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  91  to  Las 
Vegas,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  between  Las 
Vegas,  Nev.,  and  junction  U.S.  Highway 
91  and  California  Highway  127,  serving 
no  Intermediate  points  and  serving  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  91  and  California 
Highway  127  for  purpose  of  joinder  only: 
From  Las  Vegas  over  U.S.  Highway  91 
to  junction  California  Highway  127,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Restriction: 
The  service  authorized  herein  is  subject 
to  the  following  conditions:  The  author¬ 
ity  granted  herein  shall  not  be  severable, 
by  sale  or  otherwise,  from  the  authority 
in  Certificates  Nos.  MC  52709.  The  au¬ 
thority  granted  herein  to  the  extent  it 
authorizes  the  transportation  of  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives  shall  be  limited,  in 
point  of  time,  to  a  period  expiring  May  24, 
1976.  Alternate  routes  lor  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  :  General  Commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  between  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex., 
and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  serving  no  Inter¬ 
mediate  points,  and  serving  Albuquerque 
for  purposes  of  joinder  only:  Prom  Albu¬ 
querque  over  U.S.  Highway  66  to  junction 


UB.  Highway  54  at  or  near  Santa  Rosa, 
N.  Mex.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  54 
to  junction  Kansas  Highway  61  at  or 
near  Pratt,  Kans.,  thence  over  Kansas 
Highway  61  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
50,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  50  to  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
Between  junction  U.S.  Highway  54  and 
Kansas  Highway  61,  and  junction  U.S. 
Highway  50  and  the  Kansas  Turnpike 
at  or  near  Emporia,  Kans.,  serving  no 
Intermediate  points  and  serving  the  ter¬ 
mini  for  purposes  of  joinder  only:  Prom 
junction  U.S.  Highway  54  and  Kansas 
Highway  61  over  U.S.  Highway  54  to 
junction  the  Kansas  Turnpike  at  or  near 
Wichita,  Kans.,  thence  over  the  Kansas 
Turnpike  (Interstate  Highway  35)  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
next  above  are  limited  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  moving  between  Albuquer¬ 
que,  N.  Mex.,  and  Kansas  City,  Kans.  Be¬ 
tween  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  and  junction 
U.S.  Highways  54  and  160  at  or  near 
Plains,  Kans.,  serving  no  Intermediate 
points,  and  serving  Santa  Fe  and  junc¬ 
tion  UJS.  Highways  54  and  160  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  joinder  only:  Prom  Santa  Pe 
over  U.S.  Highway  85  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  56  at  or  near  Springer,  N.  Mex., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  56  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  270  at  or  near  Hugoton, 
Kans.,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  270  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  83  about  10  miles 
north  of  Liberal,  Kans.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  83  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
160,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  160  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  54,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  Restriction:  The  op¬ 
eration  authorized  next  above  are  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  transportation  of  traffic  mov¬ 
ing  between  Santa  Pe,  N.  Mex.,  and 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  Between  junction  U.S. 
Highways  54  and  81  at  or  near  Wichita, 
Kans.,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  serving  no 
Intermediate  points,  and  serving  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highways  54  and  81  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  joinder  only:  From  the  junction 
U.S.  Highways  54  and  81  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  81  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
70  at  or  near  Salina,  Kans.,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  70  to  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  and  return  over  the  same  route.  Be¬ 
tween  junction  Kansas  Turnpike  and 
U.S.  Highway  50,  and  junction  Kansas 
Turnpike  and  Interstate  Highway  70  at 
Tecumseh,  Kans.,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points,  and  serving  junction  Kansas 
Turnpike  and  U.S.  Highway  50,  and 
Kansas  Turnpike  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70  for  purposes  of  joinder  only: 
Prom  junction  Kansas  Turnpike  and  U.S. 
Highway  50  over  the  Kansas  Turnpike 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  70,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Restriction: 
The  operations  authorized  under  the  two 
routes  next  above  are  limited  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  moving  between 
Albuquerque  and  Santa  Pe,  N.  Mex.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  Regular  and  Irregular  Routes: 
Classes  A  and  B  Explosives,  between  the 
points  authorized  and  over  the  routes 
described  In  carrier’s  presently-held 
certificates  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  general  commodities  (except 


among  other  commodities,  classes  A  and 
B  explosives)  in  California,  Colorado, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  Nevada.  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 

Restriction:  The  service  herein  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  all  existing  territorial  restrictions 
applicable  to  operations  in  the  above 
States,  except  that  no  authority  is  grant¬ 
ed  to  transport  classes  A  and  B  explosives 
(1)  between  points  both  of  which  are  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  85,  and  (2)  originating 
at  the  Com  Husker  Ordinance  Plant  near 
Grand  Island,  Nebr.  This  certificate  shall 
be  of  no  further  force  and  effect  after 
November  24,  1975.  Alternate  Routes  for 
Operating  Convenience  Only:  General 
Commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  junction  Interstate  Highways  15 
and  40  at  or  near  Barstow,  Calif.,  and 
Kingman,  Ariz.,  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  authorized  regular  and  alternate 
route  operations,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  Kingman  for  joinder 
purposes  only:  Prom  junction  Interstate 
Highways  15  and  40  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40  (also  U.S.  Highway  66)  to  King- 
man,  and  return  over  the  same  route: 
Between  Kingman,  Ariz.,  and  Ash  Pork, 
Ariz.,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  and  alternate  route  op¬ 
erations,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
and  serving  the  termini  for  joinder  pur¬ 
poses  only:  Prom  Kingman  over  U.S. 
Highway  66  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  66 
(also  Interstate  Highway  40)  to  Ash 
Fork,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
Between  Beaumont,  Calif.,  and  River¬ 
side,  Calif.,  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
authorized  regular  and  alternate  route 
operations,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  Beaumont  for  joinder 
purposes  only:  Prom  Beaumont  over 
California  Highway  60  to  Riverside,  and 
return  over  the  same  route:  Between 
junction  U.S.  Highway  395  and  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  14  and  Beechers  Comers, 
Calif.,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  and  alternate  route  op¬ 
erations,  serving  no  intermediate  points 
and  serving  said  junction  and  Beechers 
Comers  for  joinder  purposes  only:  Prom 
junction  U.S.  Highway  395  and  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  14  over  U.S.  Highway 
395  to  Beechers  Comers,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

Between  Beechers  Corners,  Calif.,  and 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  395  and  Inter¬ 
state  15  near  Cajon  Summit,  Calif.,  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  authorized  reg¬ 
ular  route  operations,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points  and  serving  the  termini 
for  joinder  purposes  only:  From  Beech¬ 
ers  Comers  over  UB.  Highway  395  to 
Junction  interstate  Highway  15,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route.  Between  Las 
Vegas,  Nev.,  and  Kingman,  Ariz.,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  authorized  regu¬ 
lar  and  alternate  route  operations,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points,  and  serving 
Las  Vegas  and  Kingman  for  joinder  pur¬ 
poses  only:  Prom  Las  Vegas  over  UB. 
Highway  93  to  Kingman,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  General  commodities 
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(except  those  of  unusual  value,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment),  Between  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  50  and  Interstate 
Highway  70  at  or  near  Green  River, 
Utah,  and  Salina,  Utah,  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  authorized  regular  and 
alternate  route  operations,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  and  serving  the  ter¬ 
mini  for  jointer  purposes  only:  From 
junction  U.S.  Highway  50  and  Interstate 
Highway  70  over  Interstate  Highway  70 
to  junction  Utah  Highway  4,  thence  over 
Utah  Highway  4  to  Salina,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  Between  Salina, 
Utah,  and  Junction  U.S.  Highway  91 
(Also  Interstate  Highway  15)  and  Utah 
Highway  63  at  or  near  Scipio,  Utah,  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  authorized 
regular  and  alternate  route  operations, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  and  serv¬ 
ing  the  termini  for  joinder  purposes 
only:  From  Salina  over  Utah  Highway  63 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  91  (also  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  15)  and  Utah  Highway 
63,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

Regular  routes:  General  Commodities, 
except  articles  of  unusual  value,  Class  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment  over  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only :  Between 
Price,  Utah,  and  Cove  Fort,  Utah,  serving 
no  intermediate  points  and  with  service 
at  the  termini  for  joinder  of  routes  only: 
From  Price  over  Utah  Highway  10  to 
Salina,  Utah,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
89  to  Sevier,  Utah,  thence  over  Utah 
Highway  13  to  Cove  Fort,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  All  routes  and  au¬ 
thority  segments  above  will  be  tacked  ex¬ 
cept  where  expressly  Restricted. 

Note. — Delta  Lines,  Inc.,  seeks  to  purchase 
a  portion  of  the  Certificates  of  Public  Con¬ 
venience  and  Necessity  held  by  Rlngsby 
Truck  Lines,  Inc.  The  purpose  of  this  appli¬ 
cation  Is  to  enable  Ringsby  Truck  Lines, 
Inc.  to  retain  those  operating  rights  which  It 
already  has  and  which  It  is  not  selling  to 
Delta  Lines,  Inc.  This  Is  a  matter  directly 
related  to  the  Section  5  proceeding  In  MC-F- 
12212,  published  In  the  Federal  Register 
Issue  of  May  15,  1974.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  or 
Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC-F-11982.  (Supplemental) 
(ROY  M.  McNAIR— Control— SHAM¬ 
ROCK  VAN  LINES,  INC.),  published 
in  the  September  19,  1973,  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register  on  pages  26249  and 
26250.  By  petition  filed  June  5,  1974, 
applicants  sought  to  amend  the  appli¬ 
cation  to  substitute  Towne  Services 
Household  Goods  Transportation  Co., 
Inc.,  as  applicant  in  place  of  Roy  M.  Mc¬ 
Nair,  to  reopen  the  proceedings,  and 
for  further  consideration  of  the  order 
of  the  Commission,  Review  Board  5, 
dated  April  30,  1974,  served  May  8,  1974, 
which  denied  the  application.  Appli¬ 
cants’  petition  was  granted  and  subject 
to  the  present  republication,  the  acqui¬ 
sition  of  control  by  Towne  Services 
Household  Goods  Transportation  Co., 
Inc.,  of  Shamrock  Van  Lines,  Inc.,  and 


the  merger  of  the  latter  into  the  former 
was  authorized  by  order  on  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  5,  dated  July  16,  1974.  nie  Com¬ 
mission,  by  same  order,  also  authorized 
the  acquisition  by  Roy  M.  McNair  of  con¬ 
trol  of  the  operating  rights  and  property 
through  the  transaction. 

No.  MC-F-12282.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  WHEATLEY  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  458,  125  Brohawn  Ave., 
Cambridge,  MD  21613,  of  the  operating 
rights  of  RICKWOOD  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  CO.,  INC.,  Box  338  Wrights  Ave., 
Hurlock,  MD  21643,  and  for  acquisition 
by  MARION  L.  WHEATLEY,  SR.,  also 
of  Cambridge,  MD  21613,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorney:  Daniel  B.  Johnson, 
1123  Munsey  Bldg.,  1329  “E"  St.  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Agricultural 
commodities,  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  from  points  and  places 
in  Accomack  and  Northampton  Coun¬ 
ties,  Va.,  Wicominco,  Worcester,  Somer¬ 
set,  Dorchester,  and  Caroline  Counties, 
Md„  and  Sussex  County,  Del.,  to  New 
York,  Buffalo,  Rochester,  Syracuse,  and 
Schenectady,  N.Y.,  Philadelphia  and 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  Richmond,  Va.,  from 
points  and  places  in  Dorchester  County, 
Md.,  to  Reading,  York,  Harrisburg, 
Wilkes-Barre,  Scranton,  Lancaster,  and 
Norristown,  Pa.,  Newark,  Trenton,  and 
Atlantic  City,  N.J.,  Boston,  Mass.,  and 
points  and  places  on  Long  Island,  N.Y., 
from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Mt.  Holly, 
N.J.,  to  Hurlock,  Md.;  box  materials, 
from  Cambridge,  Md.,  to  North  Bergen, 
N.J.;  canned  goods,  from  Aberdeen, 
Harve  de  Grace,  and  Pocomoke  City,  Md., 
and  points  and  places  in  Dorchester, 
Caroline,  Talbot,  Queen  Annes,  and  Wi¬ 
comico  Counties,  Md.,  and'  Sussex 
County,  Del.,  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  points  and  places  in 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts,  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  from  Cambridge,  Denton,  and 
Vienna,  Md.,  Newark,  Laurel,  and  Oak 
Grove,  Del.,  to  Providence,  R.I.,  Boston, 
New  Bedford,  Fall  River,  and  Spring- 
field,  Mass.,  Washington,  D.C.,  Alex¬ 
andria,  and  Exmore,  Va.,  and  points  and 
places  in  New  York  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  11,  those  in  Pennsylvania  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  11,  and  those 
in  New  Jersey,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
and  Maryland;  canning  machinery,  from 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  Hurlock,  Md.;  cans, 
empty,  from  Cambridge,  Md.,  to  Newark 
and  Laurel,  Del.;  cartons,  empty,  from 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  Cambridge  and 
Hurlock,  Md.;  cartons,  paper,  paint,  live¬ 
stock,  poultry  feeds,  noodles,  spaghetti, 
fish,  and  produce,  from  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
to  Cambridge,  Md.;  coal,  from  Snow 
Shoe,  Pottsville,  Minersville,  and  Free¬ 
land,  Pa.,  to  points  and  places  in  Dor¬ 
chester  County,  Md.,  from  Pottstown, 
Pottsville,  Minersville,  Reading,  Scran¬ 
ton,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  to  Denton,  Preston,  Hur¬ 
lock,  Vienna,  Cambridge,  Easton,  and 
Federalsburg,  Md.;  fertilizer,  livestock. 


poultry  feeds,  and  materials,  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  livestock  and  poultry 
feeds,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  Philadelphia 
and  Nazareth,  Pa.,  to  Denton,  Preston, 
Hurlock,  Vienna,  Cambridge,  East  New 
Market,  Centerville,  Chestertown,  Gal¬ 
ena,  Sudlersville,  Secretary,  Easton,  and 
Rhodesdale,  Md.;  salt,  from  Silver 
Springs,  N.Y.,  to  Cambridge,  Md.;  sugar, 
from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  Easton,  Hurlock, 
and  Cambridge,  Md.;  tomato  pulp,  from 
Newark  and  Laurel,  Del.,  to  Cambridge, 
Md.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  in  Virginia,  Maryland, 
Delaware,  District  of  Columbia,  Connec¬ 
ticut,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Alabama,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Indiana,  and  West  Virginia.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-12283.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  FIDERAK  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  Lafayette  Street,  R.D.  No.  2, 
Tamaqua,  PA  18252,  of  the  operating 
right?  of  VERNA  GALGOCY,  Executrix, 
Estate  of  MICHAEL  KALNASH,  1109 
Franklin  St.,  Shamokin,  PA  17872,  and 
for  acquisition  by  STEVE  J.  FIDERAK, 
511  Schuylkill  Ave.,  Tamaqua,  PA  18252, 
of  control  of  such  rights  through  the 
purchase.  Applicants’  attorney:  Paul  B. 
Kemmerer,  1620  N.  19th  St.,  Allentown, 
PA  18104.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Coal,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  irregular  routes,  from  Scranton, 
Mahanoy  City,  Tamaqua,  Hazleton,  and 
Carbondale,  Pa.,  and  points  and  places 
within  10  miles  of  each,  to  the  towns  of 
Litchfield,  Southbury,  Woodbury,  and 
Roxbupr,  Conn.,  traversing  New  York  for 
operating  convenience  only,  from  Tama¬ 
qua,  Pa.,  and  points  and  places  within 
ten  miles  thereof,  to  Kinderhook,  N.Y., 
from  Hazleton,  Mahanoy  City,  and 
Tamaqua,  Pa.,  and  points  within  eight 
miles  of  each  points  to  certain  specified 
points  in  Connecticut,  from  Mahanoy 
City,  Hazleton,  and  Tamaqua,  Pa.,  and 
points  within  ten  miles  of  each  to  cer¬ 
tain  specified  points  in  Connecticut,  from 
Scranton,  Lackawanna  County,  Pa.,  and 
points  within  15  miles  thereof  in  Lacka¬ 
wanna  County,  and  Wilkes-Barre,  Lu¬ 
zerne  County,  Pa.,  and  points  within  15 
miles  thereof  in  Luzerne  County,  to  cer¬ 
tain  specified  points  in  Connecticut. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  and  Pennsylvania.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-12284.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ARKANSAS  TRANSPORT 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  702,  Little  Rock, 
AR  72203,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  PATTERSON  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  13406,  Memphis, 
TN  38113,  and  for  acquisition  by  HARRY 
N.  COONLEY,  5523  Hawthorne  Rd.,  Lit¬ 
tle  Rock,  AR,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
ney:  Louis  I.  Dailey,  Suite  2208  Sterick 
Bldg.,  Memphis,  TN  38103.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Com- 
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modifies.  In  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  regular  routes,  between  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  and  West  Memphis,  Ark.  Vendee  Is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Arkansas.  Application  has  not 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-12285.  Authority  sought  for 
control  and  merger  by  DUFF  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  389,  Lima,  OH 
45802,  of  the  operating  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  of  RUMPF  TRUCK  LINE,  INC., 
424  South  Maumee  St.,  Tecumseh,  MI 
49286,  and  for  acquisition  by  L.  EUGENE 
DUFF,  also  of  Lima,  OH  45802,  of  con¬ 
trol  of  such  rights  and  property  through 
the  transaction.  Applicants’  attorneys : 
David  Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60603,  Robert  W.  Minor,  52 
East  Gay  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215,  and 
Sullivan  and  Leavitt  P.C.,  P.O.  Box  400, 
Northville,  MI  48167.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  controlled  and  merged: 
General  commodities,  with  exceptions,  as 
a  common  carrier  over  regular  routes, 
between  Britton,  Mich.,  and  Toledo, 
Ohio,  between  Tecumseh,  Mich.,  and 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  223  via  Peters¬ 
burg,  Mich.,  between  Clinton  and  Brit¬ 
ton,  Mich.,  between  Ann  Arbor  and  Clin¬ 
ton,  and  between  Ann  Arbor  and  Tecum¬ 
seh,  serving  various  intermediate  and 
off-route  points,  over  one  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only.  DUFF 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Ohio.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  not  been  filed  for  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-12286.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  SANBORN’S  MOTOR  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  550  Forest  Ave.,  Portland, 
ME  04101,  of  the  operating  rights  of 
STEWART  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
504,  Londonderry,  NH  03053,  and  for 
acquisition  by  HOWARD  L.  SANBORN, 
H.  BLAINE  SANBORN,  and  DWIGHT  L. 
SANBORN,  all  of  Portland,  ME  04101,  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants’  attorney:  Mary  E. 
Kelley,  11  Riverside  Ave.,  Medford,  MA 
02155.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  General  commodities,  with 
expections,  as  a  common  carrier  over 
regular  routes,  between  Boston,  Mass., 
and  Derby,  Vt.,  serving  the  intermediate 
point  of  Newport,  Vt.,  between  Newport, 
Vt.,  and  the  Port  of  Entry  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  at  North  Troy, 
Vt.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Vermont,  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and 
Pennsylvania.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-12287.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  O.  N.  C.  FREIGHT  SYS¬ 
TEMS,  2800  W.  Bayshore  Road,  Palo  Atlo, 
CA  94303,  of  the  operating  rights  and 
property  of  BLACK  BALL  FREIGHT 
SERVICE,  Pier  30,  Seattle,  WA  98134,  and 
for  acquisition  by  ROCOR  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL,  DAVID  P.  ROUSH  AND  DIANE 
G.  ROUSH,  as  custodian  of  their  minor 


children,  all  of  260  Sheridan  Ave.,  Palo 
Atlo,  CA  94306,  of  control  of  such  rights 
and  property  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorney:  Martin  J.  Rosen,  140 
Montgomery  St.,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94104.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  General  commodities,  with 
exceptions,  as  a  common  carrier  over 
regular  routes,  between  Seattle,  Wash., 
and  certain  specified  points  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  between  Quilcene,  and  Maynard, 
Wash.,  between  Seattle,  Wash.,  and 
points  in  Washington,  over  alternate 
routes  for  operating  convenience  only, 
between  Bremerton,  Wash.,  and  Quilcene 
and  Shelton,  Wash.,  and  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points,  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Grapeview,  Stadium,  and  Harstine, 
Wash.,  between  Tacoma,  and  Bremerton, 
Wash.,  serving  various  intermediate  and 
off -route  points,  between  Seattle,  and 
Bremerton,  Wash.,  serving  various  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off -route  points,  between 
Seattle  and  Bremerton,  Wash.,  as  an  al¬ 
ternate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only,  serving  no  intermediate  points; 
class  A,  B,  and  C  explosives,  between  in¬ 
termediate  and  off -route  points  within 
15  miles  of  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  within  18 
miles  of  Tacoma  and  Olympia,  Wash., 
not  including  Seattle,  Tacoma  and 
Olympia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  intermediate,  and  off-route  and 
terminal  points  in  Clallam,  Jefferson, 
and  Kitsap  Counties,  Wash.;  dangerous 
explosives,  over  irregular  routes,  between 
points  within  15  miles  of  Seattle,  Wash., 
not  including  Seattle,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Clallam,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  and  Kitsap  Counties,  Wash. ;  gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  with  exceptions,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Mason  County,  Wash.,  lo¬ 
cated  on  and  north  of  a  line  formed  by  an 
unnumbered  highway,  known  as  the  Ar¬ 
cadia  Road,  commencing  at  a  point  on  the 
eastern  boundary  line  of  Mason  County 
near  Arcadia,  Wash.,  and  extending 
along  said  road  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  101  about  2  miles  south  of  Shel¬ 
ton,  Wash.,  thence  along  said  highway  to 
Shelton,  Wash.,  and  thence  westerly 
along  an  unnumbered  highway  known  as 
the  Matlock  Road,  through  Dayton  and 
Matlock,  Wash.,  to  the  western  boundary 
line  of  Mason  County,  with  restriction; 
class  A,  B,  and  C  explosives,  between 
points  within  15  miles  of  Seattle,  Wash., 
and  within  18  miles  of  Tacoma,  Wash., 
and  Olympia,  Wash.,  not  including  Seat¬ 
tle,  Tacoma,  and  Olympia,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Clal¬ 
lam,  Jefferson,  and  Kitsap  Counties, 
Wash.,  with  restriction.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  California,  Arizona,  New  Mexico, 
Texas,  Oregon,  Washington,  and  Nevada. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

Notice 

LAKE  ERIE,  FRANKLIN  &  CLARION 
RAILROAD  COMPANY  (LEF&C)  hereby 
gives  notice  that  on  the  26th  day  of 
July  1974,  it  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  in  Washington, 


D.C.,  an  application  under  Section  5(2) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  for  an 
order  approving  the  purchase  of  a  por¬ 
tion  of  a  line  of  railroad  owned  by  Pitts¬ 
burg  and  Western  Railroad  Company 
and  operated  by  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio 
Railroad  Company,  which  application 
was  assigned  Finance  Docket  No.  27409. 

In  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
regulations  (49  CFR  1111.2(13))  as 
amended  May  16,  1972,  the  applicant 
states  the  following: 

(1)  The  name  and  address  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant  and  its  attorney  are: 

Lake  Erie,  Franklin  &  Clarion  Railroad 
Company 
Drawer  430 

Clarion,  Pennsylvania  16214 

H.  Ray  Pope,  Jr. 

Attorney  for  Applicant 

10  Grant  Street 

Clarion,  Pennsylvania  16214 

(2)  The  nature  of  the  proposed  trans¬ 
action  is  the  purchase  by  LEF&C  of  a  por¬ 
tion  of  a  line  of  railroad  owned  by  Pitts¬ 
burg  and  Western  Railroad  Company  and 
operated  by  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio 
Railroad  Company. 

(3)  (a)  Lake  Erie,  Franklin  &  Clarion 
Railroad  Company  proposes  to  purchase 
and  operate  that  portion  of  the  Pittsburg 
and  Western  Railroad  Company  line, 
operated  by  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio 
Railroad  Company,  extending  from 
Knox,  Pennsylvania,  at  Valuation  Sta¬ 
tion  3091+00,  to  Marienville.  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  at  Valuation  Station  4963  +  20. 
a  distance  of  35.46  miles,  in  Clarion  and 
Forest  Counties,  Pennsylvania. 

(b)  Lake  Erie,  Franklin  &  Clarion 
Railroad  Company  presently  owns  and 
operates  a  line  of  railroad  entirely  in 
Clarion  and  Jefferson  Counties,  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Applicant  has  alleged  in  its  application 
that  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  will  not  be  affected  by  the  proposed 
Commission  action  requested  in  the  ap¬ 
plication.  In  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations  (49  CFR  1100.250) 
in  Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub-No.  4),  Imple¬ 
mentation^  at’ l  Environmental  Policy 
Act,  1969,  340  I.C.C.  431  (1972) ,  any  pro¬ 
tests  may  include  a  statement  indicating 
the  presence  or  absence  of  any  effect  of 
the  requested  Commission  action  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment.  If  any 
such  effect  Is  alleged  to  be  present,  the 
statement  shall  Include  information  re¬ 
lating  to  the  relevant  factors  set  forth 
in  Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub-No.  4),  supra. 
Part  (b)  (1)— (5) ,  340  I.C.C.  432,  461. 

The  proceeding  will  be  handled  without 
public  hearings  unless  protests  are  re¬ 
ceived  which  contain  information  indi¬ 
cating  a  need  for  such  hearings.  Any 
protests  submitted  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  no  later  than  30  days 
from  the  date  of  first  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register, 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-18666  Filed  8-13-74; 8: 46  am] 
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